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WHAT IS THE MEANING OF 
SUBSCRIPTION ? 



The following publication has not been called forth by recent 
circumstances : a considerable portion of it was printed before 
the Oxford Tract, No. XC, was published. 



WHAT IS THE MEANING OF 
SUBSCRIPTION! ,, 



A QUESTION, 

o 

RESPECTFULLY PROPOSED t 



TO THE MINISTEES AND MEMBEBS ^ 



Zfie (itliutcti If ffinglanli. 



BY THE REV. C. N. WODEHOUSE, 

CANON OP NOItWICR. 



S,antion : 

LONGMAN, OEME, BROWN, GREEN, & LONGMANS. 
JOHN STACY, NORWICH. 



//04. 



■WHAT IS THE MEANING OP 
SUBSCKIPTION 1 



With those who may be disposed to reply to the fol- 
lowing pages by calumniating the character or principleB 
of the writer — a practice too common even in religious 
controversy — it will probably be of no avail to assert the 
rectitude of his motives, or to request from them a 
candid consideration of his case. To Christians, who 
may mistake his object, or hastily conclude he is an 
enemy to the Church, he feels bound in tlie very flrat 
page to offer tlie following brief testimony, for the sin- 
cerity of which he is ready to give the highest sanction 
R believer can conceive, and which he pens as in the 
sight of Ilim who reads the secrets of the heart. 

He believes that the eaaentiul doctrines of the Church 
of England are founded on Scripture ; he reveres the 
ordinances of the Church; and desires to live and die 
in its communion, if he may not in its ministry. He 
respects its Orders and form of Church Government, 
as coining nearer to Scriptural precedent and primitive 
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antiquity than any other now in the world, though not 
as Divinely imposed on mankind ; and he reverences its 
Liturgy. Yet, he believes, that the forms of Subscrip- 
tion to its Articles, Rites, and Ceremonies, now required 
by law or usage, are, as to their extent, contrary to the 
spirit of Scripture ; that they are unwise, because they 
repel Christian men from conformity and impede Chris- 
tian union ; that they are unjust, because they either 
perplex by their uncertainty as to the latitude which may 
be assumed in subscribing, or oppress by their stringency, 
if literally imposed and construed. He believes that its 
Liturgy is capable of material amendment, which would 
render it more acceptable and useful in this nation, and 
throughout the world. As he would protest against 
Regal power, without a Parliament ; so does he protest 
against Ecclesiastical power, whether lodged in the Crown 
or the Bishops, while not tempered by a just representa- 
tion of the Church ; — a right belonging to the Church ah 
initio^ but wrested from it in this nation without substi- 
tuting something better in its stead than the partially 
constructed and now silenced Convocation. 

lHhQ first object of the following pages, and of all that 
the writer has attempted in connection with the subject 
of them, is to obtain an answer to the following ques- 
tion : ** What is the meaning of the Subscriptions now re- 
" quired to the Thirty-nine Articles and Book of Common 
^^ Prayer?'" And he believes that he can show cause 
why that question should be set at rest. Whether this 
should be eflTected by an interpretation of the forms of 
the Subscription, or by an alteration of them ; by an 
alteration of the Formularies to which they aipply, or by 



a new Explanatory Prcfact; to the Prayer Book ; or by 
Bome better mode not yet suggested, lie does not ])reBume 
to say. 



Ths various and, in some respects, discordant reporta of 
a debate in tbe House of Lords on May 26tb, 1840, in 
which my own name was mentioned on the presentation 
of a petition; the mistakes which occurred during the 
discussion ; the natural desire to clear the petitioners 
from unjust imputations; the necessity now laid upon 
me, in justice to myself, to give a distinct account of 
proceedings which may terminate in my resignation ; tbe 
importance of the subject, which has not been debated in 
Parliament for nearly seventy years; the desire to see 
it more fully and fairly examined; the conviction that 
much benefit might arise from a faithful and candid ex- 
amination of the matters referred to in the petition; — 
these motives, strengthened by the request of several 
friends, at length induce me to give the following account 
of certain facts and proceedings, calculated, as 1 believe, 
to command attention to the object of the petitioners ; to 
clear both them and me from imputations injurious to 
our character as Christiana and clergymen ; and to es- 
tablish the following conclusions, namely, — 

(1.) That the question of Subscription ought not fo 
remain in its present uncertain and perplexing condition. 

(2.) That the Bishop of London, who came forward as 
the principal opponent of the petition, is an unfit guide 
for public opinion on such a subject. 
b2 



(3.) That there are solid reasons for siipjjorliiig a re- 
quest for such Explanations or Alterations as the peti- 
tioners desired. 

If the perusal sbould call forth a painful feeling in the 
minds of Christians and churchmen, it will at the same 
time prove that I at least have been slow, perhaps to a 
fault, to avail myself of circumstances so important in 
my own defence. If harm should accrue from this pub- 
lication, the blame must rest with those who have at last 
dragged it into light from a reluctant hand, and princi- 
pally with the Bishop of London, to whose comments on 
the petition and the petitioners — since universally circu- 
lated — the answer here offered could not be given when 
tiey were uttered. It is, then, no unchristian spirit of 
retaliation, but a just and temperate regard for my own 
reputation, and for the cause in which, with the other 
petitioners, I am now engaged, which calls upon me to 
offer a plain story in refutation of almost every statement 
in his Lordship's speech, which I heard with unmixed 
astonishment. 

On Tuesday, May 26, 1840, his Grace the Archbishop 
of Dublin presented the following petition to the House 
of Lords, in the presence of twenty-one other Bishops 
and a large number of Peers. It was signed by twenty- 
six clergymen and thirty-five lay members of the Church; 
was drawn up barely three weeks previously ; was not 
publicly advertised; and privately circulated only to a 
very limited extent, 
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To the Lords Spiritual and Temporal of the United 

Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland in Parliament 

assembled. 

The humble Petition of the Members of the United 
Cburch of England and Ireland who hereunto 
subscribe their names and addresses, 
Shewbth — 

Thai some deyiations from the authorised forms and 
positive obligations of our Church have been found so 
advisable as to be sanctioned by general practice, while 
the Clergy are still bound to profess au adherence to the 
letter of our Prayer Book and Articles, 

That Athanasius' Creed is not generally understood by 
the people ; and is drawn up in a way which leads many 
to believe that the damnatory clauses are part of the 
Catholic Faith ; while each of the damnatory clauses in 
itself is such as to require an explanation inconsistent 
with the words, when taken in their plain sense and 
common force. 

That in various other parts of our Prayer Book, espe- 
cially in the Services for Baptism, for Ordination, and 
for Burial, some words and phrases are of doubtful sig- 
nification, and otherwise liable to misconstruction ; so 
that the alteration of them has become requisite or ex- 
pedient, and will cut off occasion from them that seek 
occasion of cavil or quarrel against our Liturgy. 

That some of the Canons could not he acted upon, and 
others are confessedly inexpedient ; while the Clergy are 
commonly understood to be bound to the observance of 
them all. 

Your Petitioners therefore humbly pray that your 



Lordships will consider what measures should be 
adopted to render the letter of our Prayer Book 
and the Subscription to our Articles and Liturgy 
consistent with the practice of our Clergy and the 
acknowledged meaning of our Church. 

And your Petitioners shall ever pray for the 
welfare and prosperity of your Lordships, 



His Grace the Archbishop of Dublin having given 
notice on Thursday, May 21st, that he would present the 
above petition, the following circular was drawn up on 
May 22nd, and sent to all those Peers whose London 
residences could be ascertained. 



CIRCULAR. 

The Archbishop of Dublin having given notice that he 
will on Tuesday, May 26th, present a petition to the 
House of Lords on the subject of Subscription to the 
Liturgy and Articles of the Church of England, I beg re- 
spectfully and earnestly to request attention to its prayer. 

Many of the petitioners are well known to be emi- 
nently qualified by talent and Christian principle to form 
a sound and enlightened judgment on such a subject. 
They have expressed their views in general terjna; my 
object is to shew, by a particular instance, the difficulties 
and embarrassments arising out of the present condition 
of our Church to which they refer. About twelve years 
since I mentioned to some persons, high in Ecclesiastical 
rank, the uneasijiess occasioned by seeing reason, i 




mature consideration, to object lo certain portions of the 
Liturgy taken in their literal sense. 1 made this com- 
munication under the expectation that I might be called 
upon to resign my preferment ; but was told, that a large 
proportion of the Clergy held the same opinions with 
myself; that I might with propriety subscribe, enter- 
taining such sentiments ; that I might preach and publish 
them without censure; that some alterations and expla- 
nations were considered advisable, and that it was only 
a question of time as to carrying them into effect. 

My answer was. If such be the case, let these state- 
ments be openly sanctioned, and I am content ; but I 
cannot, consistently with my views of truth and honesty, 
subscribe, not according to the literal meaning of the 
words used, unless such latitude be authorised by the 
Church. 

On endeavouring to obtain an authoritative opinion to 
this effect by several applications, in various forms, to 
His Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury, I was con- 
stantly informed that it could not he given. On applying 
by petition to Parliament, in terms strictly consistent 
with the supposed Rights of the Church, I received 
communications almost calling upon me to resign, from 
some quarters where I had reason to believe such a call 
was impossible. The effect of these communications, in 
increasing the desire and confirming the purpose of ob- 
taining relief, will be readily understood by every honor- 
able mind. 

Several years of uneasiness passed away in making 
Bimilar attempts, till at length, I saw reason to fear that 
opinions were arising in the Church, not only adverse to 



my own views, but to the Cliristian liberty of all, and to 
the supremacy of Scripture, which 1 consider a funda* 
mental Christian principle. Having ascertained beyond 
any doubt, that there now exists no power in the Church 
to afford any relief, or indeed to do any thing in gpiritual 
concerns, I gladly added my name to the petition above- 
mentioned, which prays the House of Lords — not to 
OHurp the rights of the Convocation, but — to consider 
what measures should be adopted for the relief of the 
petitioners ; whether by statute to alter the Form of 
Subscription, which Form was devised by Paliament ; or 
to address the Crown to issue a Commission of Review, 
or to empower the Convocation to deliberate. 

I will now detail those parts of the Liturgy which I 
named in the petitions of 1824 and 1833, and will then 
request a serious and candid consideration of the subject. 

The first objection was to the following clauses of the 
Athanasian Creed : 

" Whosoever will be saved, before all things it is ne- 
" cessary that he hold the Catholic Faith : which Faith 
"except every one do keep whole and undefiled without 
" doubt he shall perish everlastingly. And the Catholic 
*' Faith is this," as afterwards detailed up to the 28th 
clause, which says, " He therefore that will be saved 
"must thus think of the Trinity." The Creed then 
continues, and, with clause 42, thus ends: " This is the 
" Catholic Faith, which except a man believe faithfully 
"he cannot be saved." 

The question is, in what sense does the Church expect 
Subscription to these clauses as agreeable to the Word 
of God ? The Russian Greek Church, containing four 



Metropolitans, thirteen Archbisliops, twenty Bisliopa, 
aboat 144,000 Clergy and 37,000,000 souls, formally re- 
jects the doctrine of the 23rd clause of the Creed. Am I 
expected to affirm that all these shallwithout doubt perish 
everlastingly? And, if they are excepted, by what rule 
b the exception made, and liow far does it extend? One 
of the first four General Councils — that of Ephesus — 
forbade the introduction of any new Creed. This, by 
an unknown author, was afterwards introduced at an 
unknown period without the sanction of any Council. 

The second objection was to the Form of Absolution in 
our Office for Visiting the Sick. 

"Our Lord Jesus Christ, who hath left power to his 
*' Church to absolve all sinners who truly repent and 
"belieTe in him, of his great mercy forgive tliee thine 
"offences; and by his authority committed to me, / 
" absolve thee from all thy sins, in the Name of the Father 
" and of the Son and of the Holy Ghost." 

In what sense is Subscription expected to this Form 
as "agreeable to the Word of God?" — "The general 
"practice of Catholics for the first Jtce centuries" has of 
late been strongly recommended as a guide to the Church. 
It may be well therefore to mention that in the TWEtrrn 
century this Form began to be used. 

The third objection was to the following parts of our 
Ordination Services : 

" Receive the Holy Ghost, for the office and work of a 
" Priest in the Church of God, now committed unto thee 
" by the imposition of our hands. Whose sins tkou dost 
'^forgive they are forgiven, and whose sins thou dost retain 
" they are retained," &c. 
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^ Sjtcme the Hohf Ghost for the office and work of a 
^ KdM^ in the Chorch of God, ^ * * and remember 
** tint thou stir op the ^raee of God gicem, thee by this 
'^ impadtiam of omr hoMds^ kc. 

In what sense, it is again inqoired, are these to be suh- 
saibed as agreeable to the Word of God ! And I again 
lenuu-k that no forms at all resembling these were osed 
in the Chorch till the twblfth centory. Up to that 
time, aAer the pattern of Scriptore, ''they laid their 
''hands on them and prayed,** Morinos, a learned 
Jesoit, poblished, aboot 1640, a Series of Ordination 
Forms from the earliest times; and till the twelfth 
eentory, both in the letter and spirit, they differed en- 
tirely from oor own as to the parts given above. 

To this statement I have only to add, not as an on- 
seemly threat, which some have onjostly termed it, hot, 
as a declaration absolotely reqoired of me, that I am 
prepared to retire from my sitoation in the Chorch, 
unless I can in some way be assured on aothority, that, 
entertaining the objections aborementioned, I may remain 
in it withoot loss of repotation, and sobscribe to the 
litorgy and Articles withoot any sacrifice of veracity. 

The petitioners have alloded to other parts of the 
Litorgy as reqoiring alteration or explanation, and if it 
be objected that so many things are excepted to, this is 
only a stronger proof that something ooght to be done. 
The danger of change is, however, named as the principal 
objection to it. Is this the langoage of £uth ? If the 
task were ondertaken in a spirit of believing reliance — 
in a simple desire for Troth, in a Scriptoral r^ard for 
weak brethren, amongst whom I am most ready to be 



classed — how can a believer fear that it will want the 
Divine blessing, or His superintending care, whose Spirit, 
feithfiilly sought and obeyed, will guide into all truth? 
CHARLES N. WODEHOUSE, 

Prebendary of Norwich. 
May 12, 1840. 



A detailed account of the several circumstances, men- 
tioned in the above circular, may help to show what ia 
the real state of the question to which it relates. Before 
entering on these details, attention is requested to some 
general remarkB. 

(1.) This is not a political, or rather a party proceed- 
ing: for political, in the best sense, all religious questions 
ought to be. The gentleman who drew up the petition 
is a decided conservative. Some of the petitioners are 
supporters of the present ministry; others are not. For 
myself, I have ceased for several years to be a political 
partizan. There may be seasons when all are imperiously 
called upon to ally themselves with a party ; the present 
appears to me fully to justify, if not to recommend, the 
opposite course, especially to a person in my peculiar 
situation ; and I have the satisfaction of knowing that 
many excellent men — probably an increasing number, 
and especially clergymen — have arrived at the same con- 
clusion. 

(2,) Neither does this petition emanate from persons 

of low doctrinal views. An attempt has been made by 

o2 
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the Bidiop of LcMidoii to class them, in soeie raeasare, 
wiik dbe p^xtkners at the Fealliers' TaTem in 1772, 
who^ More or l^s, ondonbtedly entertained nndond re- 
ligions seoliniente. 

Widi manj of die pedtioners of 1840 I ba^e not die 
bonor of bein^ acquainted : not one of diem, howerer, to 
nt J knowledge^ has erer been even accused of inrJining to 
erronecNifi doctrine. Of scnne I know it may be said, be- 
jond die fear of contradiction, that diey are CSirisdans 
in the highest sense of die word, both in doctrine and 
practice; men whose Utcs and talents and attainmoits 
entide diem at least to a respectfid ecmskleraticm of their 
<^»nion6« The Bishop of Londcm informs them, from his 
place in die Honse of Lords, diat *' mo (me is obliged to 
^^ eai tlie bread of the Chmrch" Will the cause of Eternal 
Tmdi be promoted by exdnding them from the ministry 
ac nnsoand in doctrine ; by retaining to his Lordship die 
dignity and emoluments of the See of London, while 
he has himself maintained, as will hereafter be seen, 
MeMttmetUs stMular to those which these petitioners have 
bcHoesdy avowed ? 

In connection with th^i, how can the writer yentore 
to speak of himself? Only to meet an insinuaticm which 
he oaght not to hear with indifference from such a 
quarter. For twenty years he has been a constant 
preacher amongst 60,000 people: and he can fearlessly 
appeal io his hearers to say, not, indeed, whether he has 
preached with ability, bat, whether he has omitted to 
impress, according to his own limited talents and amidst 
much imperfection, the fundamental doctrines of the 
Gospel. These doctrines the petitioners desire, not to 



degrade but, to honor ; to bring them to a stronger 
light; to render theiu more exclusively the prominent 
object of regard, by singling them out from the circum- 
fltantials of religion, and by demanding for them a still 
more solemn and considerate assent and Subscription. 

The Bishop of London has referred, with much satis- 
faction, to the speech of Mr. Barke on the petition of 
1772, describing him as " one of the most Christian 
" statesmen who ever adorned the legislative history of 
*' this kingdom." I subjoin another extract from the 
eame speech. 

' " I do most exceedingly condemn all such arguments as 
" involve any kind of reflection on the personal character 
*' of the gentlemen vpho have brought in a petition so de- 
" cent in the style of it, and so constitutional in the mode. 
" Besides the unimpeachable integrity and piety of many 
" of the promoters of this petition, which rendered those 
"aspersions as idle as they are unjust; such a way of 
"treating the subject can have no other effect than to 
"turn the attention of the House from the merits of 
" the petition, the only thing properly before us, and 
*' which we are sufliciently competent to decide upon, 
" to the motives of the petitioners, which belong exclu- 
" sively to the great Searcher of hearts. 

" We all know that those who loll at their ease in high 
" dignities, whether of the Church or the State, are com- 
" monly averse to all reformation. It is hard to persuade 
" them that there can be anything amiss in establishments 
*' which they find to be so very comfortable. It is as 
" true that from the same seltisli motives those who are 
" struggling upwards are apt to fiud every thing wrong 
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" and out of order. These are truths upon one side and 
" the other ; and neither on one side or the other, in 
"argument are they worth a single farthing. I wish 
" therefore so much had not been said upon these ill 
" chosen, and worse than ill chosen, these very invidious 
" topics." 

(3.) Neither, again, is this petition a new proceeding : 
it is only another demonstration of a desire which has 
existed to a vast extent amongst truly Christian men in 
this nation, ever since the earliest days of the Reformation 
— a desire to see Christian liberty established on just 
principles. " /ti necessariis fides ; in dubiis libertas ; in 
omnibus Caritas.'* That desire has been thus far crushed 
by power, that it has not yet obtained a legal sanction. 
About 8000 dissenting congregations in England, and 
Presbyterianism in Scotland, are the apparent fruits of 
having so long denied it. Whether these would have 
been called forth by other circumstances, we cannot tell ; 
but this we know, that to human eye they have sprung 
from pressing on the conscience an assent to things " con- 
fessedly indifferent and alterable,"* the circumstantials of 
religion, in the same terms as an assent to fundamental 
truths, which puritans of old and non-conformists of the 
present day have almost universally revered. To this 
hour, and for more than 200 years, our Subscription, 
literally taken, calls upon a person to declare that the 
delivery of a marriage ring, and the apostles' creed, are 
equally agreeable to Scripture. 

But the satisfaction and conciliation of dissenters have 

♦ Preface to the Liturgy. 



15 

become matlera of indifference. These people desire, it 
is sftid, not the iinproveiuent but the subversion of tlie 
Church Established. And ia tliere nothing to be learnt 
from this ? When men hsive long and ineffectually sought 
relief from their rulers they cease to sue for it, but range 
themselves against the institution which prevents its 
attainment. The arbitrary measures of ecclesiastics in 
the first century after the Reformation, trained up a body 
of sturdy malcontents who ceased to ask for change, but 
resolved — and successfully — on subversion. The dia- 
eenters of the present day have ceased, in like manner, 
to ask for alterations which might have satisfied and led 
to comprehension, and in like manner aim perhaps at 
again overturning our Chureh. The Church indeed is 
esteemed somewhat stronger, and is accordingly more 
hopeful: but why? because it has escaped the subversion 
which, in truth, it recently feared. The events of the 
last ten years may show whether non -conformists are 
weak, In 1830, all the Municipal Corporations, except 
_ two, were in the hands of a majority of Churchmen. 
They were thrown open to general competition by the 
Municipal Reform Bill, and the converse is believed to be 
now almost numerically the result. Let the following 
extract from the most influential High Church periodieal 
be considered. "Out of the hundreds of tliousands of 
" children in our large towns that are taught in our 
" National and Sunday Schools, * * * there is only here 
" and there a solitary exception to the following startling 
" and lamentable fact: the moment they have outgrown 
" the school they cease to attend the Church. If they 
*' have any sort of seriousness they join the dissenters ; 
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" if they have not, they quietly settle into heathenism." — 
British Critic, No. Ivi. page 346. 

Compare with this statement the following no less 
startling calculation, published by Dr. Sherlocli in 1718, 
in his Vindication of the Corporation and Test Acta — 
page 53. 

" The non- conformists of ail sorts (including Papists as 
" well as others) were computed to be in proportion to 
" the members of the Church of England in the year 
" 1676, as one to twenty. This is founded on a survey of 
" the province of Canterbury, which was in the hands of 
'' the late excellent Bishop of London ; and now in pos- 
" session of his worthy executor." 

What would be the result of such a computation at the 
present moment? And is there not some ground for grave 
and thoughtful inquiry, when we call to mind how little 
has been accomplished during the last 160 years towards 
promoting union amongst Christians, attachment to the 
National Church, and agreement in Public Worship? 

Or let us take another extract from the same celebrated - 
speech of Mr. Burke, already noticed. 

" If we must be driven, whether we will or not, to 
" recollect these unhappy transactions, let our memory 
" be complete and equitable, let us recollect the whole of 
" them together. If the dissenters, as an honourable 
" gentleman has described them, have formerly risen 
" from ' a whining, canting, snivelling generation,' to he a 
" body dreadful and ruinous to all our establishments, 
" let him call to mind the follies, the violences, the out- 
" rages and persecutions that conjured up very naturally 
'* that same spirit of retaliation. Let him recollect along 



with tlie injuries the services which dissenters have 
done to our Church and State. If they have once des- 
troyed, more than once they have saved them. This ia 
but common justice, which they and all mankind hitve 
a right to," 

(4.) Nor again is this a mere trifling question relating 
only to a few Indifferent phrases and forms, the alteration 
cf which is a mere matter of expediency. This is as 
much a matter of principle now as it was in the days of 
Archbishops Whitgift, Bancroft, and Laud. The same 
terms of conformity, the same subscriptions, the same 
conditions for entering the ministry, the same invasion of 
religious liberty remain : and the numbers to whom these 
are objectionable are even greater. The degree of pun- 
ishment alone is altered. Fines and imprisonment, and 
the pillory, have vanished ; exclusion remains in the same 
unabated force. 

The practice of the English Church is, to require by 
statute, and by the 36th Canon of 1603 — though this 
Canon cannot be legally enforced — from graduates at the 
universities, from candidates for ordination, from all 
clergymen previously to being licensed as curates and 
preachers, or to institution to any benefice, a declaration 
that each and every of the Tliirty-nine Articles, including 
the Homilies, are agreeable to the Word of God, and 
that the whole Book of Common Prayer contains nothing 
contrary to it. 

So little are the generality of persons accustomed to 
examine the past history of their country or its present 
condition ; so quietly does the mind accommodate itself 
to view without wonder or concern, and to ac<iuieBce, as 
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a matter of course, in the enormous prevalence of non- 
conformity; so little do tlie laity, who conform to the 
Chnrch with a private liberty of opinion on many pointg, 
fnel what it is to subscribe literally to every word of its 
Articles, Homilies, Rites, and Ceremonies; so constantly 
do the generality of readeis choose such books as are 
agreeable to their own preconceived opinions, that I doubt 
not numbers will unhesitatingly exclaim. Why should not 
all so subscribe 1 Let us take a few names from the 
earlier periods of the Reformation, and consider the 
effects of this kind of compulsion. 

In 1550, Bishop Hooper refused to be consecrated in 

the vestments used by the Romish Church ; desired, in 

vain, to decline the bishoprick to which ho had been 

nominated ; was required to conform ; and Imprisoned 

some months in consequence of his refusal. How many 

now ridicule his weakness, as they terra it, instead of 

weighing the grounds of his refusal I " He was as much 

for the clergy's wearing a decent and distinct habit 

from the laity as Ridley could be; but prayed to be 

excused from the old Popish garments, because they 

had no countenance in Scripture or primitive antiquity 

— ^because they were the inventions of Antichrist, and 

were introduced in the corruptest ages of Popery — 

because they had been abused to superstition and idol- 

atrj-, particularly in the pompous celebration of the 

mass, and therefore were not indifferent — because to 

continue the use of these gannents was in his belief to 

symbolize with Antichrist, to mislead the people, and 

was inconsistent with the simplicity of the Christian 

Religion," * 

• Oliimixon's History, i. 100. 
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111 1555 he was burned at Gloucester, and suffered 
death with admirable coiistaDcy. And is not a conscien- 
tious objection frora sucli a jiei'son entitled to considera- 
tion? A man without the faith of a martyr would have 
conformed by turns to almost any thing, as thousands did. 
He had learned, as Lord Bacon remarks, that nothing is 
a trifle in religion. 

Our reformers, as is well known, were divided on this 
question. The first Marian martyrs, with many divines 
uf high reputation, were opposed to the continuance of 
the vestments; the council of Edward VI. was prepared 
to concede; and Crannier wavered. Ridley most stre- 
nuously adiiered to them, and was employed to urge 
Hooper's assent ; but the prospect of approaching death, 
when most things assume their true magnitude, taught 
him to view the question in a different light; and from 
the prison in which he and Cranmer were immured, ex- 
pecting their end, Ridley thus wrote to Hooper, also in 
prison, whose call it was to go before them to the flames 
of martyrdom. 

" But now, my dear brother, forasmuch as I under- 
" stand by your works, which I have but superficially 
** seen, that wc thoroughly aijree and wholly consent toge- 
■'* tker in those things which are the grounds and substantial 
^f points of our religion, against which the world so stre- 
," nuously rageth in these our days, howsoever in time 
*' past by certain matters and circumstances of religion 
" your wisdom and my simplicity (I grant) hath a little 
!' jarred ; each of us following the abundance of his own 
" sense and judgment; now, I say, be you assured that, 
" even with my whole heart, God is my witness, in the 
d2 
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' bowels of Cliriat I love you in the trutb, and for the 
' truth's sake, which abideth in us, and, as 1 am per- 
' suaded, shall, by the grace of God, abide in us ever- 



ln the same letter, Ridley espresses his hope that 
Hooper may be enabled to give an example of constancy, 
in professing and suffering for the truth, to himself and 
all who might be brought to the same trial of their feith — 
a hope which Hooper did not disappoint. 

The whole question of the vestments may appear 
trifling to ourselves; but Hooper and his fellow confes- 
eors must be admitted as more comjietent judges of its 
importance, in their days, than we can be. Suppose the 
concession had been made to them in the spirit which 
St. Paul enjoins, leading obviously to other similar con- 
cessions. A decent uniformity as to externals we can 
hardly doubt would have been the result; the violence 
and suiferings of future years might have been avoided ; 
nay, this whole island might have been now united under 
one Church. 

What, however, I would principally notice is this. 
Here were esompiary men, prepared to endure death for 
the truth's sake, who at such a moment rejoiced in the 
conviction that they " thoroughly agreed and wholly coa- 
" sented together in those things which are the grounds and 
" substantial points of our religion." What was it which, 
in former years, had separated them, and injured the 
Chrigtian cause? The principle of enforcing the same 
" consent and agreement" in non-essential points. The 
bias of the historian Collyer is well known : hia remarks, 
therefore, are worthy of attention. 

* Poxe'i Acts aod MoDuiiienU. 



" Hooper thought this usage somewhat severe; to niks 
" his promotion, 'tis likely was no disapjiointnient ; but 
" to be puniBhed because he would not be a Bishop, to be 
" persecuted about cloaths, and lose hia liberty for not 
" being in the fashion, was possibly more than he under- 
" stood." Thus the desire of tyrannizing over the minds 
of men in non-essential points began to show itself in 
our Reformed Church. Doea Scripture pronounce it 
justifiable — does the history of past ages, or the present 
condition of our own country prove it to have been suc- 
cessful ? 

What name is more honoured in the annals of our 
Church than that of Bernard Gilpin, " the apostle of the 
North ?" Thus he writes, more than two centuries ago, 
on the subject before us. " I have been always serupu- 
" lous and troubled either in subscribing or swearing to 
" any thing besides the Scriptures and Articles of our 
" Melief, because the Scriptures ought ever to have a 
" pre-eminence above man's writinga. * * * 1, for my 
" part, resolved after that to swear to no writing, but 
" with exception, as it agreed with the Word of God, 
" What trouble I bad when the oath was ministered by 
" the Bishops for the Book of Articles agreed upon in 
" 156'2 and 1571, I have opened for quietness and dis- 
" charge of my conscience in another place." After 
subscribing to the Articles, he sent a protestation to Dr. 
Bands, who came as visitor into the North to receive the 
Subcription of the clergy, which protestation was favour- 
ably received. Thus again he writes. " How tender a 
" thing conscience is, I have found by good experience. 
" 1 have found moreover, that, as it is easily wounded. 
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" so it is with difficulty healed ; and tor my owu part, I 
*' speak from my heart, I would rather be often wounded 
" in my body than once in my mind." 

These are the fresh sentiments of a sincere man, whose 
exemplary life in his remote parsonage, which no promo- 
tion could tempt bim to desert, the great Lord Burleigh 
viewed with admiration, if not with a laudable envy ; 
the sentiments of one whom the new burthen of so ex- 
teusive a Subscription compelled to demand a relaxation 
from its literal terms,* 

In October, 18137, how many pulpits sounded forth the 
praises of Myles Coverdale, once Bishop of Exeter, and 
after Wyckliffe, first translator of the English Bible! 
Yet this exemplary man, because he could not in all points 
comply with the terms of conformity, in non-essentials, 
endured many years of poverty; was at length by con- 
nivance placed in a small benefice as a maintenance ; 
was unable to pay even the first fruits on taking posses- 
gion : even then was not allowed to remain in it, but was 
ejected shortly before his death at the advanced age of 
eighty-one. He was a celebrated preacher, when few 
could be found who could preach at all ; but was thus 
silenced, though his services were greatly needed ; and at 
last followed to his grave by a vast concourse of people. 

What name, again, has been mentioned with greater 
praise and gratitude, especially of late years, by British 
Churchmen, than that of Foxe the martyrologist ? Yet 
was he too ejected by that Church to which he has 
ever been esteemed one of the greatest benefactors, and 
left for years in poverty and neglect, because be could 
• Life of Gilpiu. 
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not consticiitioHaly iissont to the Subscriplion required in 
some non-essential points. " Tlie English Bishops," says 
Fuller, " conceiving themselves empowered by iheir 
*' Canons, began to show their authority in urging the 
" clei^ of their diocess to subscribe to the Liturgy, 
" ceremonies, and discipline of the Church; and such as 
" refused the same were branded with the odious name of 
" Puritans." Fose being at length appointed to a Pre- 
bend of Salisbury, Archbishop Parker summoned him to 
subscribe, " that the general reputation of his piety might 
"give the greater countenance to conformity. The old 
" man produced the New 7'estament in Greek : ' to this,' 
" saith he, ' will I subscribe :' but when a Subscription to 
" the Canons was required of him, he refused it, saying, 
" ' I have nothing in the Church save a Prebend at Salts- 
" burg, and muck good may it do you, if you will take it 
"from me,' However, such respect did ihe Bishops 
" (most formerly his fellow exiles) bear to his age, parts, 
*' and pains, that he continued his place till the day of 
"his death: who, though no friend to the ceremonies, 
" was otherwise so devout in his carriage, that (as his 
" nearest relation surviving hath informed me) he never 
" entered any Church without expressing solemn reve- 
" rence therein." * 

I name these as an early specimen of a long series of 
bononred men who, since the Reformation, have resisted 
sn unscriptural violence on the conscience; who served 
God and man faithfully in their generation, many of them 
in persecution and poverty, esteeming as dearer than any 

* Faller's Cliiircli HiBtory. Book ix. 



1 in ibe world every truth which the Word of 
God hat revealed to mankiod ; but unable to asseut with 
Mjiul •otemntty to all the rites, ceremonies, and externals 
of nlifpun, which they knew, as our Church teaches, to 
bfi '* thingt indifferent and alterable. " The reign of 
Qiusen Elizabeth, especially in the primacy of Archbishops 
Parker and Whilgift, exhibits a multitude of instances 
ill which eminent Christian men, believing every article 
itfthe faith, as taught by the primitive CAi«-cA,and greatly 
Hee4«d an prtsacherH, were ejected from the ministry — to 
Imi rcplii(:t;(l by the ignorant or unscnipuloua — because 
llu;y rould not in uncKsential paints come up to the rigid 
Uerm* 'ti conlbnnity required. 

'Ilui r«i((n of James 1. ; the primacy of Bancroft ; the 
prucucdiuifH of Archbishop Laud ; the tyranny of the com- 
Njotjwisallh, the natural course of men born and bred 
iiiidirr the exumplii of tyranny, and intolerance in high 
pUi.-«»; tlie statutes of Charles I!.; the Convocation of 
liJHlJi the present number and spirit of non-conformists; 
— ull this will abundantly show to an honest inquirer that 
thitt ptttitiun '\» not u novel proceeding ; but only another 
endeavour tu eitlabliith the just maxims already named ; 
"In netiuBBariis tiden, in dubiis libertas; in omnibus 
"Caritae:" and that, ever since the Reformation, the 
Church in England has been remarkable, by repelling 
from its communion and ministry, on different occasions, 
men of sound failli and undoubted piety, who differed 
from her only as to things not necessary to salvation — by 
enforcing Subscription to every rite and ceremony in the 
same terms as she required an assent to fundamental doc- 
trines, which those persons willingly gave — by rejecting 
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all propositions for iiniUng within licr pale n larger num- 
ber of Christians, for giving satisfaction to many of her 
own members, and for ensuring increased strength to the 
Christian cause from increased attachment and conformity 
to her Ritual. 

It may be objected, that the foregoing remarks reflect 
upon the practice of our own times; and it may be asked, 
how comes it to pass that so many persons of high cha- 
racter and attainments readily subscribe? But the answer 
is obvious. The continued stringency of the Subscrip- 
tion, amidst the failure of so many attempts for a wider 
comprehension ; and the well-known differences of opin- 
ion between the two great religious parties in the Church 
at the time of the Reformation, subsisting as tkey do to 
this hour, have rendered a latitude in subscribing absolutelif 
essential. Still there are many who cannot reconcile it 
to their notions of veracity, to avail themselves of this 
remedy for the scruples they entertain : and hence the 
number of excellent men, whose cases are not generally 
known, who are repelled from our ministry, and devote 
their talents in some other channel. Subscription, how- 
ever, is made with a latitude of construction ; and that 
latitude, instead of resting uneasily on the varying con- 
nivance of individual Bishops, ought to be satisfactorily 
confirmed, or the Subscription should be altered. " What 
" is connivance," says Mr. Burke, whom 1 readily accept 
as the proifered guide — " What is connivance, but a Slate 
" under which all slaves live? — the slate of slavery and 
" connivance is the same thing. If penal laws may he 
" roused from iheir sleep, whenever a minister [or a 
" Bishop] thinks proper, as instrumeuts of oppressioi), 
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!!i«n n^^ Hi.c a&c Muies- j^ am jtcu « state of slaFerj 
tfiu iK;«.i«:auaaee : ?«aee nxesr liiMrar of coBscience, and 
SKifc ^«t:<* >&' TtuKTitaiat "iMar maaaiams^ depend en- 
!rc!> ;a iia^ «clL* I "vuvuk hmrm OQ nan dtfife his 
n«Ei:r^ . i .>*uc:rt£Lr^ a mr junextun. ar his being res- 
mjLis^vft rvttt £« Jut «ir :iM 'nsn^ laiT : dieT should be 
u^ jttt^ -<tti««nvr iiHL j wng e B ga luras.. C<HiniT«nce 
xii*^ iix .'fi^TiK ii' yrvrmnA imiice. jr oriTaie &Tonr; 
iM« ji pM, ^t^enuamr. ja m^jok whiish tDCally bjls 
't r<nyt*Tr*rs^isx!c ufftsesoi. *9itf jvmrese^ conscience; I 
»£C .«rans^^i»e J muiwte 3iic i r i ii iwhte but dan- 
,fert»us :u C!UT:&cmnrv; :inic ^ 3s^ aiic cuientniny bat 
** c^ucntnr a> itii. ^svijs :u T Wifcu . 3MC ite waaL system to 
* '^ -iicu .c >iiun^ '^^ iam^jerau^ pmnanMi :n the economy 
" Sillier vii' :^sii0ua jr ^jv^ifamair. ' 

b' ;t <(^QaL pf^wc '¥?n« ieacoiL jz iitt 3:«h of these 
yvs»noas^ :c aii^c se iionii jl 3ft iaoafia af May 26, 
L>4!0. waen ais Grace -sut Ar^s^ajsoun jC Caoterbnry, 
ami ciie BistiaD «c Lfnuiiia bot^ iacm^k^ ^adBaronred 
lo crvsbi cae t^xj aiea *%£ siac sme ^^^^'*-** which they 
had. Oft ocher oecasi:ni» nuitf nneuarru^aikl^ aJinied and 
3(^iVTed. If iaiiade m Smimrripcsmi m mc uHawaUgy 
ixrtaimfy ■» aae eaa insm iecn Mine aeaitt ijr sotf ifai/ii«s< 
<Nrcig»aas£ieu aUi«vi[£ks ticza MfmB^\ 9& I aiexs proceed to 
$how; onrf a9«ae ea»vc2iicr« «4drtf»w tfaoK 
lA«i# tkf qmeitmm ifaaM ic MUiurittflmigp mssiiiL 
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Ilk* bft«l •!' the Cterck 
aaaiH y» «ril4 <ff •!» i— f ■« i, pciiofs wowiiuv W Hbe kaaaar gf tte 
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The petitioners liftvc presented to Parlinmeiit tlie sound 
and reasonable jirayer, Tu^t the law and the I'IIActice 

BHOtrLO 0£ ASSIMILATED. 



UfiTAILED ACCOUNT. 



In 1824, circumstances led me to reconsider the ques- 
tion of Subacription to the Thirty-nine Articles and Lit- 
nr^ of our Church. Having been ordained in Decemlwr 
1814, and within three years presented to the preferment 
1 now hold, my last Subscription was made iu June 1817. 
The life of Bishop Watson suggested this reconsideration. 
Disapproving of his views, I was led to examine my own; 
and a careful study of the Articles and Liturgy brought 
me to the pmnful conclusion that I could not approve of 
those parts mentioned above at page 8, or subscribe to 
them in their literal sense. At that time, the 25th clause 
of the Athanasian Creed also presented a diiliculty ; but 
the decided and concurring opinions of Bishops Pearson, 
Bull, and Horsley, together with those of Waterland, 
satisfied me that my own view had been that of the 
Church from the earliest period of controversy upon the 
subject, and this difficulty ceased. The other objections re- 
mained ; and, aftermuch unsatisfactory reading, in which 
I only discovered amongst divines of high repute very dis- 
I cordant opinions, or, as they appeared to me, sophistical 
L modes of explaining away the real force and acknowledged 
e2 
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meaning uf words, 1 consulted some friends and opened 
to ihem my uneasiness. The diffieulty of obtaining any 
authoritative opinion soon appeared; yet the duty of at- 
tempting tiiis before taking any decisive step was er|UKlly 
clear; and in 1824 I prepared a petition to Parliament, 
as a channel for obtaining some public expression of 
opinion, if no better mode of relief could be discovered. 

Soon after this, on two occasions, preferment was of- 
fered me, which I felt obliged to decline, not being pre- 
pared to renew my Subscription, The conviction that 
a clergyman ought not so to remain became painfully 
strong, and a decided endeavour to obtain satisfaction as 
to my objections, essential to comfort. 

It was judged better not to apply to my own Bishop* 
in the first instance, as it might have placed him in a 
difficult situation, and have given him unnecessary pain 
and trouble, which, at his advanced period of life^ all 
were anxious he should be spared. I accordingly deter- 
mined to request the opinion of Dr. Kaye, Bishop of 
Lincoln, and in July 1827, waited upon his Lordship for 
that purpose. That I was led to seek his advice has been 
a frequent cause for thankfulness ; nor will the kindness 
then shewn, and on many subsequent occasions, ever be 
forgotten. With this will be remembered, as even more 
valuable, his clear and comprehensive view of the subject; 
his candid and feeling appreciation of my peculiar diffi- 
culties; and his consistency of opinion, which has never 
varied. As the opinions then given by the Bishop of 
Lincoln may be sufficiently known by his Lordship's 
recent declaration in the House of Lords, May 26, 1840, 
* BUIiop Dn Ilium. 



it is only necessary lo refer to the report of his gpeecli 
given below,* which may he relied upon as correct. 

Much as I was relieved by this interview, which I 
sought under the impression that ray resignation might 
be the immediate result, my conclusion then was, — This 
cannot satisfy me : such a question ought not to remain 
in such a condition. Let the views entertained by a pre- 
late so well qualified to judge upon it as the Bishop of 
Lincoln be openly sanctioned, and 1 am content. To 
obtain this sanction has been the endeavour of the last 
thirteen years. 

In 1828 I made an ineffectual attempt to send a petition 
to the House of Lords: and here i may say, once for all, 
that the idea was never for a moment entertained by me 
that the Parliament should prepare alterations in the 
Articles or Liturgy ; though I am perfectly satisfied that 
the Parliament may and will determine, as it frequently 
has determined, what the National Confession of Faith 
shall be ; and under what pledges or conditions the 
National Churches and Endowments shall be assigned 
to the ministers adopting that confession. My difficulty, 
however, was Subscription. There is no power at present 
resting with the Church to say what Subscription means. 
This is my grievance ; and, as it is the privilege of every 
subject to petition Parliament for the removal of a griev- 
, I desired, as the petitioners of 1840 have done, to 

f it before that branch of the legislature in which the 
Bishops are collectively assembled; only requesting, in 
general terms, that such steps might be taken as should 



* See Ilie Report of llii: DebMc ut Ibe eoil. 
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seem good to the House of Lords, in order to ott'et't the 
alterations desired. 

Early in 1820, Catholic Emancipation was proposed, 
and attention to any other subject could not be expected. 

May 4th, 1829, 1 waited on the Archbishop of Can- 
terbury, to whom the subject had been mentioned in the 
previous year, and stated fully my objections, and conse- 
quent difficulties, which will be found in the petition 
given below at page 31, a copy of which was then left 
with his Grace. During a long conversation, not a word 
was uttered implying even any censure on my opinions; 
and the general tenour and result of this interview may 
be faithfully described in the following words of the 
Archbishop. " You have done your duty in stating your 
" difficulties to the Heads of the Church ; if they do not 
" think proper to move, you may be satisfied, and say, 
*' Liiieravi aiiimam meam." In the course of that conver- 
sation I mentioned the different opinions given by various 
eminent writers of our Church as to the Athanasion 
Creed, and its condemnatory clauses : the answer of the 
Archbishop was, " Well — none of these opinions has been 
" condemned; take whichever suits your own views, and 
" be satisfied." 

May 7, 1829, I had an interview with the Bishop of 
London, to whom the subject had been also mentioned in 
the preceding year, and with whom I left a copy of the 
same petition. From his Lordship I heard the following 
opinions, which are given in his own words : 

" As to the damnatory clauses of the Athanasiaa Creed, 
" I wish them explained as much as you can do. I would 
" not abolish the Creed from the Liturgy : I would use 



" it once a year, pfrlmps on Easier Day- I think a time 
" o/" peace the time for such alterations. Why cannot you 
" be coRtent, as I think you ought to be, having mentioned 
" your scruples to the Heads of the Cknrch, and leave it to 
" Its to make the change at the proper time ? What good 
" can you get by going to the Hovxe of Lords ?" Answer: 
" The good, my Lord, of public authority for maiulaiii- 
*' ing the opinioas I do." The Bishop: " You may hold 
" your opinions openly now: the Church will not condemn 
" yott ; others hold t)ie same." 

As to the Forms of Absolutioa and Ordination, the 
Bishop of London also stated .on anotlier occasion that he 
wished to sec such an explanation of them adopted as 
would satisfy me. 

I received permission to make known what passed at 
the above interviews, and have menlioued then] at various 
times to a large number of friends, exactly in the terms 
above given, which were carefully recorded as the formal 
opinions of the highest ecclesiastical authorities. In the 
debate of last May, the Bishop of Lincoln referred to 
the above opinions. The Archbishop of Canterbury and 
the Bishop of London, both of whom spoke after his 
Lordship, did not in any way notice the reference thus 
openly made to themselves ; and thus have rendered it 
necessary for me to prove as openly, so far as is possible, 
on what grounds that reference was made. 

The following is a copy of the petition left with the 
Archbishop of Canterbury and the Bishop of London, in 
1829. 
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Cferk^ Me of the Preinivks of Ae Githcdnl 
CkvichoT 




PedtioDer was onlii«J a D fg— of &e 
Owrdb cf Ea^nd ia Deecabcr 1814, aai Priert ia the 
feikmae J€ar; aad wjtlua two years after wag fawcatcd 
to tke Prefenaeat wbidb he aow holds. 

That j€mr Vedotmer be^i to readad joar LordAips, 
that bj Statotes pastscd in the ISth EGz. e. 12, aad 14 
Car. ILe.4, aod also br the 36th EcdeaMsfied Gmon, 
eenabi Subscriptions aad DeclaiatioBs are l e qair ed from 
ertrj Clergyman at his Ordination, aad apoa lastitntion 
to a Benefiee. 

That your Petitioner, before enterii^ iato these en- 
gagements, had so far examined the litorgy and Articles 
of oor Chnrch as to be satisfied that, a ec oidii y to the 
knowledge he then possessed, he might wiA propriety 
sobscribe to them ; hot hayii^ been afterwards led to a 
dose and frequent reconsideration of those engagements, 
he was at length doobtfnl whether he cooM renew them, 
if called npon to do so ; bnt that in a matter of so much 
importance he felt himself folly justified in not coming 
to any hasty conclusion. 

That npon an occasion at length arising, which called 
upon your Petitioner to repeat his Subscription, he found 
himself unable to comply ; that having come to such a 
determination, he considers himself bound no longer to 
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conceal Lis opinions; and that he now ventures to lay 
them before your Lordships, in the hope of being re- 
lieved from the difficulty iii which he is involved. 

That your Petitioner begs accordingly to state, that 
when called upon to declare the Liturgy and Articles of 
the Church of England to be in every respect " agreeable 
"to the Word of God," he thinks himself obliged to 
make such a declaration according to the plain obvious 
meaning of the words then used by him ; and that your 
Petitioner cannot conscientiously affirm the following 
parts of the Liturgy to be sanctioned by Scripture ; 
namely, the 2nd, -25th, 28th, 29th, and 42ud clauses of 
the Athanaaian Creed; the Form of Absolution in the 
Office for Visiting the Sick ; and the words used at the 
Imposition of Hands in Ordaining Priests and Bishops, 

That your Petitioner, in endeavouring to satisfy his 
mind, referred to the writings of several distinguished 
authors, members of the Church of England, but did 
not derive that comfort and assistance which he expected, 
because be observed amongst them a considerable differ- 
ence of opinion on the points to whicli he has alluded ; a 
difference, which he humbly conceives it might be for the 
general advantage of religion to set at rest, by some 
explanation or alterations made by the proper authority. 

That although your Petitioner stands alone and unsup- 
ported by any of his brethren of the clergy in preferring 
this Petition, having resolved to make uo endeavour to 
involve any one in bis own particular difficulties, still he 
has reason to believe that a compliance with its Prayer 
would be acceptable to the clergy and also to the laity- 

That for these reasons, yonr Petitioner humbly and 
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earnestly prays that such steps may be taken as shall 
seem good to your Lordships, in order to effect those 
alterations in the Liturgy and Articles of the Church 
which will relieve the conscience of your Petitioner, and 
which he firmly believes will at the same time tend to 
promote harmony amongst Christians, as well as a more 
general agreement in the Public Worship of God. 

That your Petitioner, lamenting the necessity which 
leads to the present avowal of his i^pinions, and painfully 
conscious of the apparent presumption of which he is 
guilty, entreats it may be remembered that he is pursuii^ 
the only course which seems to promise relief to his un- 
easiness. 

That, in conclusion, your Petitioner begs to express his 
belief in the Doctrines generally maintained by the 
Church, and his firm attachment to the Liturgy, the ex- 
cellence of which he constantly regrets is not more fully 
appreciated and acknowledged ; and he trusts that the 
sincerity of this attachment will not be questioned, al- 
though he cannot consider it entirely faultless, and 
humbly desires to see it advanced to a still higher degree 
of perfection. 



In January, 1830, a circumstance occurred which again 
urged me to the endeavour to obtain an authoritative 
sanction to the opinions thus given by the Archbishop of 
Canterbury, and the Bishops of London and Lincoln. A 
petition to Parliament was the mode which offered the 
best hope of success ; and then began a correspondence 



with liis Orace the Archbishop of Canterbury, continued 
on various subsequent occasions, which will be found 
below. 

And here I beg to remark, that no one can object more 
decidedly than myself to the common practice of publish- 
ing correspondence between individuals on matters re- 
lating merely to themselves ; thus appealing to public 
opinion on questions with which the public has properly 
no concern. The present is a very different case; it re- 
lates strictly to a public r/uestlon, one affecting the whole 
Church, and indeed all Christians In the nation; namely, 
the extent of the obligation implied by those tests which 
the Church requires from all its ministers — the interpre- 
tation of its Confession of Faith. The letters of his 
Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury, are formal answers 
from the Spiritual Head of the Church, to a stranger 
requesting an authoritative opinion on Subscription. 
They prove, from the highest ofhcial authority, that the 
Church can neither speak nor deliberate on such a point. 

The question, moreover, has become one of public dis- 
cussion in Parliament, where it had not been debated for 
seventy years. My own case and difficulties were twice 
mentioned in that discussion ; and the true force and 
meaning of the speeches then delivered, the nature of 
my own difficulties, and the embarrassment of the whole 
question, in the present state of the Church — increased, 
as it is, by the discordant opinions delivered in Parliament 
in May last—can only now be understood by laying open 
the hardship and perplexity entailed on an individual, 
who has vainly endeavoured, for thirteen years, . 
fain what Subscriptioa means. 
f2 
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It will readily be seen that the pabUcmtBon of the 
ffAlowiBg letters might long ago have materiallj altered 
mj position, with reference to the censure which has been 
frequently cast upon me. I have abstained firovn resort- 
ing to this mode of justification. That silence has injured 
me, and I have patiently borne it. I should hare con- 
tinued to bear it ; but the reasons above given demand 
at length a contrary course. Otherwise, so far as I am 
concerned, this correspondence would have remained un- 
published ; though I should have seen not the least 
ground for surprise or complaint had it come to light, at 
any time, in any other way. 

A letter from the Bishop of London is alluded to be- 
low : it will therefore be proper first to give the letter 
itself with my own, to which it is an answer. 

TO THE LORD BISHOP OF LONDON. 

Norwich, February 13, 1830. 

My Lord, 

When I had the honor of seeing your Lordship 
in May last, you were kind enough to allow me to trouble 
you again on the subject on which I then requested your 
advice. 

Circumstances quite unforeseen have thrown me into a 
fresh difficulty respecting it, and I am, therefore, tempted 
to avail myself of your Lordship's permission. I have 
for more than a year been curate of a parish in Norwich, 
to which, through a mistake both of the incumbent and 
myself, I have not been licensed. It happened not to 
occur to me till lately, when my attention was necessarily 
led to the circumstance, that on being licensed, I must 
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iBubscribc to the three articles in tlie 36t)i Canon. Now 

1 1 Imve long determined not to make this Subscription 

lngRin without, nt the same time, distinctly stating those 

o]>inions which I mentioned to your Lordship last year: 

and the only alternative by which 1 can avoid this — 

namely, giving up the curacy at once — I could not easily 

I bring myself to adopt without making a similar explana- 

vtion; added to this, I am particularly desirous not to 

I resign the curacy. 

My opinions, therefore, as to this Subscription to the 
I three articles of the 36th Canon, must now be known ; 
wand to me, who have not any ability to become an author, 
Is petition to Parliament seems the most desirable way of 
cting this. My object in now addressing your Lord- 
ship is, to retjuest that you will have the goodness to 
inform me whether the objection would still be felt on 
Llhe part of the Archbishop of Canterbury and yourself, 
I to my petition being now presented to the House of 
r Lords. I have not addressed the Archbishop on the sub- 
[ ject at present, because last spring, his Grace seemed 
rather to wish to refer me to your Lordship ; and it is on 
[ that account that I take the liberty, which I hope you 
[ will excuse, of requesting your Lordship to mention tlie 
['Subject to the Archbishop for me. Neither at present, 
I. have I communicated with the Bishop of— — bo- 
1 cause I believe he would not present any petition against 
i the desire of the Archbisho]) ; hut I think 1 ought to 
State to your Lordship, that I should most probably resort 
L (though very unwillingly) to a lay Peer, should the Arch- 
F l>ishop's objection still remain. 

1 hope your Lordship will not think that I i 



attach any weight (o my petition, or to my opinions, or to 
any step that I may happen to take. ! assure your Lord- 
ship, I am deeply conscious of my own insufficiency in 
such matters, and I have no right to suppose that I can 
influence a single individual; but I am more and more 
convinced every day, that 1 shall not be comfortable til! 
I have openly declared what I think ; and a petition to 
Parliament seems to me upon the whole, the easiest and 
most promising way to accomplish it. I beg to add, that 
I should make one alteration in the petition of whicli 1 
gave your Lordship a copy last year : I do not intend to 
mention the 25th clause of the Athanasian Creed. 

I must again request your Lordship to excuse the liberty 
I am taking; to which, indeed, 1 am tempted by the 
kindness I experienced last spring, and for which I beg 
again to offer my best thanks. 

I have the honor to be, 
Yonr Lordship's very obedient servant, 

CHARLES N. WODEHOUSE, 



FltOM THE BISHOP OF LONDON. 

London, February 27, 1830. 
Rev. Sir, 

1 am extremely concerned that in the confusion 
of my papers, whicli I have been prevented from at- 
tending to by a three weeks' confinement to the sofa, I 
should have so long omitted answering your letter. 

With respect to your having a petition presented to the 
House of Lords, I have nu opinion to give different from 
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what [ Etateil to you last year. 1 would only remark, 
that if you determine upon that course, it will hardly be 
proper tlmt you should request oue of the Bishops to pre- 
sent it. 

With respect to Subscription, if you cannot subscribe 
Bnreaervedly, and according to the literal sense of the 
words, I do not see what ditference your protesting can 
make, as to easing your conscience. It will, in fact, be 
declaring in writing, that you believe certain things, 
which you take care to assure your friends and the public 
you do not believe. More than this, if you cannot con- 
scientiously subscribe anew, I do not understand how 
you can conscientiously continue to hold preferment by 
virtue o£ jour former Subscription. But that is a matter 
vhich I must leave to your own determination. 

As this is a question in which it is necessary to deal 
plainly, I hope you will excuse the freedom of these sug- 
gestions. I intreat you to consider well the nature and 
consequences of the slep you arc meditating: and com- 
wending you to the guidance and instruction of Him, 
Vfaose cause I have no doubt you desire in all godly sin- 
eerity to promote, 1 remain. 

Rev. Sir, 
Your faithful friend and servant, 
(Signed) C. J. LONDON. 



It can hardly be necessary to request the reader to 

compare this letter with the words used by his Lordshi]i 

few months before : " You mat/ hold your opinions 
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" openly now : the Church will not condemn you ; others 
" hold the same." 

April 14tli, 1830, I wrote to the Archbishop of Can- 
terbury to mention tbat I had requested a Peer to jiresent 
the petition, given above with one alteration, namely, the 
omission of the '25th clause of the Athanasian Creed ; 
and received the following answer. 

London, April 21, 1830. 
Dear and Rev. Sir, 

As far as my recollection extends to tbe sub- 
stance of our conversation last year on the subject of 
your scruples, I believe that I fully stated my opinious 
respecting tbe inexpediency of the course which you were 
disposed to pursue. Having thus nsade you acquainted 
with my view of the case, I, of course, must leave you 
to take such measures as on mature reflection yoa may 
deem advisable. 

Allow me, however, to observe that, as your prefer- 
ments could not have been obtained without a declaration 
of assent to the Articles and Liturgy, it becomes you to 
consider whether such a retraction of your assent, as that 
which you contemplate, will not have the efl'ect of placing 
you in a very anomalous and distressing situation, while 
you continue to enjoy the advantages which have been 
derived from it. 

I remain, 

Dear and Rev. Sir, 
Your faithful and humble servant, 

(Signed) W. CANTUAR. 



TO TRB ARCnBISDOP OF CANTESBURY. 



The Close, Norwich, April 28, 1830. 
My Lord ArcIiLiBhop, 

1 liBve the honor to acknowledge, with many 
thanks, your Grace's letter of the 2l8t. On a subject of 
such importance I am anxious once more to address yonr 
Grace; and I entreat your serious consideration to the 
statement which I have now to make. 

Your Grace has intimated to nie the propriety of re- 
signing my preferment, if I express openly in a petition 
icertain opinions which your Grace now considers a re- 
traction of my Subscription, To my mind it appears 
e^ally necessary to resign my preferment if I retract 
Kcretly. Bnt, in (ruth, the real diificulty which I now 
feel is, to ascertain with certainty whether I hold any 
opinion which the Church condemns. 
At present I am thus situated. 

In May, 1829, I had the honor of seeing your Grace, 

l^d I did not understand your Grace to object to the 

'Opinions I then expressed. The Bishop of London, whom 

I had the honor of seeing about the same time, and on 

the same subject, used pretty nearly- these words: " I 

wish a change as to the Athanasian Creed as much as 

" you can do. With respect to other points mentioned 

"in your petition, I have never been able to settle in 

\ay own mind Ihe exact sense of the words of Scripture 

referred to. Your opinions would not be condemned 

if you published them." 

From the Bishop of and from the Bishop of 

■ , I receive opinions in some respects of n very 



* 
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I etiAraeler, [not adrersc, however, to idt liews 
».] Can your Grace be surprised that soch a 
e of things perplexes me conaderably T 

Coald I a«eeflain the sense of the Church to which I 
^ on the points in question, my coarse would be 
L cni|MrBliTe)jr easy ; and I hope I ehould bare resolution 
lo set M becomes roe. No one can well have stronger 
I mcrtive* to avoid running into difficulties than myself: 
but in this unfortunate business I have accustomed my- 
*«lf to count the cost ; and I trust I shall be enabled (if 
n«e«Mary) lo meet ihe sacrifice which may be required 
of nut. 

Your Grace objects to my going to Parliament ; but 
•oiiM your Grace really expect mo to give up my pre- 
#BTtl nirnation Mitbout an endeavour to retain it? Surely 
lhi« ia TTioni than can be expected of any one so cJrcum- 
•fanf!'''!. I am told, on good authority, that I hold 
tt^ntitimn ftrich aa ninety-nine clergymen out of a hundred 
•mUrtain : I l»elicvc that well-informed Christians would 
tttA lumAemn tbcin. [Tnder these impressions (objecting 
Ut fftfwBl in it* litonil nunse the usual Subscription of our 
l%nfr\%i I w'ck to have my views properiy sanctioned ; 
iwhI I apfmn), in the first instance, to those whose judg- 
mtrhi 1 am bound to respect. By this appeal I am in- 
r/'ftml )n doitbt and perplexity. 

May I lliflfi fo«p«'ctfulIy request of your Grace, to be 
ihtnttHMX (h» ft iftiide to my conduct) what I may consider 
lb* *M*tbr>rflHtiv«! wnnK of our Church on the points men- 
*tttHH\ \h mj jMitition 1 

M| wlali la \u act nprigbtly. If by an open avowal of 
Wtf WAlllMNi* I Am to incur the loss of my preferment, 
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8 not consistent with my views of iliily to retain it by 
|«onceaIiDeiit. 

I have tbe honor to be, 

with sincere respect, 
Your Grace's very obedient 

humble Servant, 
CHARLES N. WODEHOUSE. 



FROM TEE ARCUBISUOP OF CANTERBURY. 

London, May, 12, 1830. 

Dear and Rev, Sir, 

I should have answered your last letter sooner if 

Lord had not informed me that you had desired 

him to keep back your petition during the King's illness. 
With respect to the subject itself, I have only to refer to 
our former conversation, in which I expressed an opinion 
that, on points where writers of eminence have differed 
without slur on their oxthodoxy, a certain latitude of in- 
terpretation is fairly allowable : and I further deprecated 
tbe reference of such points to assemblies, in which, as 
tbey are principally composed of laymen, all discussion 
of strictly theological matters is very inconvenient. 

With respect to tbe authoritative sense of the Church 
on tbe points mentioned in your petition, no individual 
has a. right to declare it, if it it a matter of doubt : and 
if, during a long succession of years, some difference of 
Opinion is found among writers eminent for learning and 
J>iety, the silence of the Church, under such circumstances, 
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may be taken as an indication of her onwiUingness 
abridge the liberty of her members on these points. 
I remain, dear and BeT. Sir, 

Yoor &ithfal hamUe servant, 

(Signed ) W. CANTUAR. 



TO THE ARCHBISHOP OF CAKTKEBURT. 

The Close, Norwich, Jane 4, 1830. 

My Lord Archbishop, 

I have the honor to thank yoor Grace for yoar 
letter of the 12th of May, which many circamstances 
have caused me to be slow in answering, and which I beg 
your Grace will have the goodness to excuse. 

I must allow, even from my own small observation, 
that the House of Lords is not the place in which it is 
desirable to invite a theological discussion: and, if 1 
knew any assembly from which I could better look for 
an opinion of weight in my own case, I would gladly 
appeal to it. It is my sincere wish to do nothing that 
may injure the Church ; but I cannot carry this feeling 
so far as to overlook my own peace of mind, or to do 
what might lower my character. 

I will not conceal from your Grace that the letter in 
which you touched upon the propriety of my resigning 
my preferment, under certain circumstances, has made. a 
deep impresHion upon me; an impression which is not 
removed by the remarks in your Grace's last letter. 

The letter of the Uisliop of London also, suggesting 
the same step, though on different grounds and in very 



different terms, 1 cannot remember without pain. I 
should be sorry to wrong his Lordship: he may have 
written it hastily ; or without much thought : but surely 
to propose to a clergyman to resign his preferment is not 
a thing lightly to venture upon. The manner in which it 
was done, too, 1 cannot but think unkind, and inconsigtent 
with former advice ; nor can 1 read bis Lordship's letter 
without a feeling that it was meant to intimidate me. 
But, however this may be, it has made an impression 
upon me of the most uncomfortable kind ; and as I was 
originally desired by your Grace to consult the Bishop of 
London, I certainly attach to it much greater weight than 
I should under other circumstances. 

With these feelings on my mind, I am convinced that I 
ehall not be comfortable so long as 1 conceal my opinions 
as to Subscription, and seem to the world to concur in 
what I do not approve of. 

At the same time, I cannot but be aware that sending 
my petition to the House of Lords, at all times a hazar- 
dous course, is at the present moment particularly so ; 
and this has been so strongly urged upon me by many 
friends, that I have promised it shall not go to Parliament 
this session. But I beg to inform your Grace that, as I 
cannot reconcile my mind any longer to concealment, I 
must now adopt the only course which seems open for 
declaring my opinions ; and that 1 shall endeavour to put 
in print as soon as possible, a plain account of my case, 
and abide the result. 

I have the honor to remain, with sincere respect, 



Your Grace's very obedient humble servant, 

CHARLES N. WODEHOUSE. 






- u. ■ ' •-vsested to me that an au- 
• : L- : re]uested of your Grace in 

^ V ;::aine(l from the meetint^ of 
:. >\cd to take place every week 
ririament. I take the liberty of 
.L- urace, as I am at present quite 

-i: ;;.-opriety of the suggestion. 
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, •: ? tic HBISHOP OF CANTERBURY. 

London, June 7, 1830. 

:.i V.:: must have misunderstood the inten- 

•:?Hr'. V or' London's letter; feeling confident, 

:.*• t^ iiioant nothing unkind, but to direct 

:. ii iv* t vorv point of view in which your 

J x'airer of so much importance might be 



. ,.«vr. joirover, in writing at present is, to state 

•oc AV the [H>ssibility of obtaining an autkori- 

,^n:i.oa on the jx»ints which perplexed you. No 

. - -i* P:*hop#, however numerously attended, can 

» »o»rt«C that character, as it would only be an 

.H% ^»< iadividuals and not a council. 

I remain, 

Dear and Rev. Sir, 
Your ol>edient humble servant, 

(Signed) W. CANTUAR. 



June 24, 1830, the Jcnlh of his Majesty George IV. 
occurred, and, soon after. Parliament was dissolved. 

In October, 1830, another attempt was made to present 
a petition, but a change of the niinistr) prevented it. 

In June, 1831, a copy of tlie petition was sent to the 
English Bisliops, and a request for their opinion upon it. 
which was given by several of their Lordships, two only 
objecting to the sentiments it contained. At the earnest 
request of Dr. Gray, then Bishop of Bristol, I did not 
proceed with the petition during that session of Par- 
liament. 

In June, 183*2, another attempt was made, which fell 
to the ground by the dissolution of Parliament. In July 
a copy of the petition was sent to a large number of 
temporal Peers, and I was favoured with ninety-onn 
answers. They form a powerful defence of my own 
views, and display, in the most favourable light, the 
candour and integrity of the writers. 

In the same year the petition was published, and in 
1833 it was presented to the House of Lords, when the 
Archbishop of Canterbury and three other Bishops being 
present offered no objection. Lord Wynford is reported 
to have said, that " the petitioner had ihe remedy in his 
" own hands," or words to that effect. 

No known writer then impugned my opinions: they 
were criticized by the Quarterly Review of January, 
1834 ; to which 1 replied by re-publishing a pamphlet of 
Dean Prideaux recommending 8 Revision of the Liturgy, 
Rnd another by Archbishop Tenison recommending a 
Commission as the best mode of effecting it; adding a 
. Preface, to show that ten out of twenty-two Archbishops, 
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- jaluttrr. aad ia£e. ve &a«MtM ainit. t h o aeh h aiaj 
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V. w*«t: I kiK^w that it w» -n-rir gnn-dleas with 

^v v««t><wt to the Bishops- 

^ ,»♦**•• If I w«i« asked what my own 
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" candour iind tnilli, i( i did not nt^kiiowledge tliat I 
" think lilt! Liturgy suacpptible of improvement. It 
" would be liitle slioi't of s miracle if it were otherwise : 
" and I know not wliy I should be ashamed or reluctant. 
" to avow an opinion which was enlertained by Sancroft 
" and Stiilingfleet, and TenJson. and VVtikc, and Seeker. 
" and Porteus. But I can only say with perfect sincerity, 
*' that the improvements which I think might be made 
" in that admirable book — next to the Bible, the trea- 
" sure and glory, and safeguard of our Reformed Church 
" — are neither so numerous, nor so important, that 
" it would be proper to risk the peace of the Church 
" for the sake of introducing them : and I see but little 
" probability of attempting their introduction without 
" such a risk, at a time when men's minds are agitated by 
*' the contemplation of dangers, which menace not merely 
*' the peace of the Church, but ita very existence as an 
" establishment; and which loudly proclaim the necessity 
" of union and co-operation on the part of all who desire 
*' to preserve it. 

" I heartily pray that a season may come when the 
" (question can be looked at with calmness and candour; 
*' and if the recent conduct of the dissenters forbids us 
" to look forward with any sanguine hope to an extensive 
" comprehension of those who differ from us, that some- 
** thing may be done for the satisfaction of many who 
*' are sincere and zealous members of the Church." 

" An account of the proceedings of Sancroft, Stilling- 
•' fleet, Tillotson, Tenison, and Wake, may be seen in the 
" preface of Mr. Wodehouse's reprint of Dean Prideaux, 

OD the ' Revision of the Liturgy.' Although I am not 
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•' disposed to go ao far as Mi". Wodehouse, I iiaiinut re- 
" frain from bearing testimony to tlie candid and Christian 
" spirit whicli breathes throughout his preface." — Charge 
of iheBp. of London, 1834, pp. 38 — 41, & Appendix N. 

The above extracts are given to show the feeling of his 
Lorship, both as to the subject and myself, in 1834. The 
prefiiee alluded to, repeated plainly and fully the senti- 
ments contained in my petition. 

The request contained in the following letter was cer- 
tainly made under an erroneous view, adopted without 
due consideration, under the anxiety to try every method 
of overcoming the difficulty before me ; or of proving 
that the Chnrck has no power to do any thing in spiritual 
fijatte)-s. 



TO THE LORD AnCBDISnOP OF CANTEBBirRV. 



Norwich, November 26, 1834. 

My Lord Archbishop, 

Tlie very unsatisfactory and, indeed, uncom- 
fortable nature of my situation, induces me once more 
respectfully to request your Grace's consideration and as- 
sistance ; and I have the less hesitation in now venturing 
to address your Grace, as 1 trust that the proposal I am 
about to make can without difficulty be acceeded to. 

At present, I am aware that I hold a very anomalous 
position in our Church, in consequence of the views for- 
merly laid before your Grace as to Subscription : and 
though time only more convinces me that the objections 
I entertain to certain parts of the Liturgy, in tbeir literal 
acceptation, are reasonable, and felt to be so by a very 



large number of the friends of o'ur Church; yet the 
eontinuing in my situation while 1 cannot bring myself 
to comply, in their literal sense, with the Subscriptions 
necessary to obtain it, is a ^tate under which I cannot rest 
satisfied. 

I feel confident, that it is in your Grace's power to re- 
lieve me from this ditBculty ; and I venture earnestly to 
request that your Grace will not deny me the favour I 
petition for. 

Circumstances at this moment particularly urge me to 
make tlUs application. A very desirable situation* — 
not BO much in a pecuniary as in other respects — is now 
offered to me; and this 1 must immediately decline, un- 
less something can be effected to facilitate my Subscrip- 
tion. Your Grace is already aware of the nature of ray 
objections. I will, therefore, without further explanation, 
take the liberty of asking whether the following proposal 
cannot be complied with, as affording an explanation 
highly desirable at this time, for the satisfaction not 
merely of myself but of many besides me. 

" That it be allowed by your Grace's authority — or 
" sanctioned by your opinion — that, according to the pre- 
" sent views of our Church, the condemnatory clauses of 
-** tbe Athanasian Creed may be subscribed to, as only 
" intended to eonvey the same meaning with Mark, xvi. 
*' 16, 16." 

" That the Form of Absolution in the office for Visiting 
*' the Sick, may be considered as only declaratory of tbe 
" pardon revealed to thepenitent believer in the Gospel." 

* A curacy in Ihe iiiiincdiutc uriglibourhooJ uf my own parish, wbjch si 
• babiUble parsonage house. 
h2 
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" That the Forms ol" Ordaining Priests and Bishops may 
' be considered, in all that relates to the gift of the 
" Spirit, as precatory ; and the second clause of the first 
" form, as only conveying ministerial authority to declare 
" the forgiveness of penitents." 

If it could be allowed, under the sanction of your 
Grace's opinion, that Subscription may be made with such 
views, not only should I feel myself relieved from every 
difficulty, but I venture confidently to add that many 
others would also be relieved, and that much odium would 
be removed from the generally excellent formularies of on r 
Church. As to the exact terms proposed above, I do not 
of course presume to say that they are the best which 
could be used, or that a much better way might not be de- 
vised for effecting the same relief. My request, I venture 
to remark, involves no alteration, but only conveys a 
proposal equally reasonable, I trust, and consistent with 
the practice of the Christian Church in its purest ages. 
To avow that there is now no power, in the beat probably 
of existing Churches, to afford such explanations as cir- 
cumstances may require, on points where a doubt has 
arisen, would imply, as it appears to me, no trifling cen- 
sure on its constitution. 

With regard to again moving the subject of a revision 
of the Liturgy in Parliament, I have no wish to proceed, 
unless compelled in justice to myself: but your Grace 
will excuse me for candidly stating that, in the altered 
situation of public affairs, many, I apprehend, would now 
openly avow their agreement with me, of whose opinions 
I am informed, who have been hitherto unwilling to come 
forward, I have received communications on the subject j 



of luy petition from about one hundred Peers, uf various 
politicfti opinions. Of these a very few indeed have 
found fault with it ; many expressed a desire to leave the 
matter entirely to the Bishops ; many declared their 
entire approbation of the object. 

In the House of Commons, to whom I should probably 
on any future occasion address a petition, I have reason 
to think it «ould meet with respectable support. Your 
Grace is aware that, in tendering such petitions, I do not 
suppose that the Houses of Parliament have the least 
power to order a Revision of the Liturgy, but that I only 
petition them as a body, who might with the clearest 
propriety address the King upon the subject. In con- 
nection with this point, I may also refer to the late 
Charge of the Bisliop of London, as having removed 
from my views, so far as the weight of his Lordship's 
opinion extends, much of the obloquy which has been 
UDsparingly heaped upon them, and as having thus far 
rendered the reception of tlieni more probable. 

I am not blind to the difEculties of a revision ; but 1 
▼enture to add, for the reasons mentioned in the preface 
to the reprint of Tenison's and Prideaus's Tracts, that 
many circumstances render this a favourable season : and 
when, moreover, I observe the plans now on foot to cir- 
culate our Liturgy in foreign countries, I cannot but see 
I vast advantage in presenting it in the most unexception- 
ible form. But, whatever may be the decision with re- 
gard to the general question of revision, I trust your 
irace will consider the proposal above made not imrea- 
onable as regards my own difficulties ; and that you will 
tot refuse to sanction it, as being, moreover, one which 
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would be highly acceptable to a very considerable Dumber 
of the clei^y and lay members of our Church. Indeed, 
if effected, I believe scarcely a voice would be raiBed 
against it, and that it would confer almost universal satis- 
faction . 

I have the honor to be, 
with sincere respect, 
Your Grace's very obedient servant, 

CHARLES N. WODEHOUSE. 



PROM THE ARCHBISHOP OF 



Lambeth, November 28, 1834. 
Dear Sir, 

I feel most sincerely for the distressing 
situation in which you are placed by your scruples respect- 
ing certain parts of the Liturgy; but I cannot see how 
your position would be mended by the declaration of my 
opinion, even if favourable to that exposition which would 
suit your views. If, indeed, I could speak with authority, 
I might be considered as the organ of the Church ; but 
my private opinion is of no greater value than that of any 
other individual, who may possess in an equal degree the 
qualifications of a compelont judge in such a matter. It 
is impossible for me to assume the exercise of a right, 
which is not, and ought not to be, entrusted to anj 
individual. I am, therefore, under the necessity of de- 
clining to comply with your request, 
I remain, dear Sir, 

Your very obedient servant, 
(Signed) W. CANTUAR. 




Ill ISaij, llie short ministry of Sir Robert Peel, and 
the change wliicli took |>!ace in the Government, pre- 
vented any further attempt respecting a petilion till the 
following year. 

TO THE ARCHBISHOP OF CAHTEHBWRY. 



Upper Close, Norwich, 

February 12, 1836. 
My Lord Archbishop, 

I hare the honor to enclose a copy of a petition, 
which I intend to lay before the House of Lords, and 
which I feel it my duty previously to make known to 
your Grace. I beg to add, that I have not at present 
circulated any other copy. 

I have the honor to be, 

with sincere respect, 
Yonr Grace's most obedient servant, 

CHARLES N. WODEHOUSE. 

To the Right Honourable the Lords Spiritual and Tem- 
poral of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, in Parliament assembled. 

The humble Petition of Charles Nourse Wodeliouse, 
Prebendary of Norwich, 
Sk&wbtr — 

That in August 1833 your Petitioner presented a Peti- 
tion to your Lordships to this effect, namely, that upon 
mature deliberation be could not subscribe, according to 
the provisions of the 36lh Canon, to certain parts of the 
Liturgy of our Church, taken in their literal sense. That 
,be had reason to believe that his views coincide<l with 
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autlioritative decision on the pointa deluiled in his first 
Petition ; hut was informed in answer that his Grace 
was unahle ti> give it, and that the Bishops, if assemhled, 
would not be authorized to decide upon them. 

That your Petitioner believes tJiat all the principal 
Christian com m unities, with one exception, contain within 
themselves some regularly constituted assembly emjiow- 
ered to determine upon similar questions of Ecclesiastical 
Polity. Tliat the Russian Greek Church, the Lutheran, 
the Reformed, the Presbyterian Church of Scotland, and 
the flourishing Episcopal Church of the American United 
States, an offset from our own, have power to hold tlieir 
Ecclesiastical Synods, each in the manner according with 
ita own peculiar constitution. That, while some similar 
provision does not obtain in the English Church, no ques- 
tion in spiritual matters, however trifling, however im- 
portant, can be entertained ; no doubtful point can be set 
at rest ; DO improvement, however desirable or necessary, 
can be effected. 

That it is highly improbable that any Christian Church, 
thus permanently unalterable, can continue for a long se- 
ries of yeai's to adapt itself most benefleially, in circumstan- 
tials, to the religious wants and condition of society which 
are perpetually changing. That, in fact, in our own Church 
many unauthorised changes have taken place; such, for 
instance, as the omission of a Creed in the Public Service 
— irregularity in the administration of a Sacrament, and 
in numerous other instances — as well as the neglect of 
many things enjoined by the Rubric and Canons. 

That your Petitioner has reason to believe that a tacit 
'fttteration has also taken place aa to Subscription, but 
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Throne, in order that the Arclibishops and Bishops of 
the Eatablisbed Church may be authorized to review all 
matters relating to its Public Worship and spiritual wel- 
fare, as well as the ease and satisfaction of lis ministers, 
and the better edification of the people ; such review not 
contemplating any alteration of the fundamental Doc- 
trines of Christianity embodied in its Liturgy and Articles. 



TO TDE ARCHBlSnOP OF CANTERBUMV. 

Norwich, February 18, 1836. 
My Lord Archbishop, 

In once more addressing your Grace I take the 
liberty of saying, that I do not write with the remotest 
wish or intention of soliciting any further communication, 
but solely because I feel it due to my own character. 
The time appears to me at hand, when I may be obliged 
to decide on resigning my situation in the Church, and I 
am most anxious that, in addition to this trial, no impu- 
tation can hereafter, by possibility, bejustly laid upon me 
of unworthy conduct under my dilHculties. 

My last petition alludes to some communications with 
which your Grace has favoured me. 1, therefore, wish 
to state distinctly that, from your Grace's silence, I con- 
clude, no fault can be found with me on the ground of 
Buch allusion. 

I have the honor to be, very respect(\illy, 
Your Grace's obedient servant, 

CHARLE& N. WODEHOUSE, 
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and practice of the Briliah Constitution. The judgment 
of the best men is often Insensibly affected by surround- 
ing; cireuni stances. The desire of preventing an un- 
acceptable debate ; and the feeling that there existed no 
other assembly in which this subject could be discussed, 
may possibly have given undue weight, in his Grace's 
mind, to an argument vrhich, if valid, would have eftec- 
tually extinguished any further attempt of this bind on 
my part. As au Englishman, however, I must respect- 
fully protest against a theory, which would prevent any 
subject from laying before Parliament any grievance 
Rrising out of the laws which the Parliament has enacted, 
or the institutions which it has established. 

In 1772, Mr. Burke, no contemptible authority, ob- 
served that the House of Commons, was "sufficiently 
" competent to decide upon the merits of the petition" 
then presented, which he described as " so decent in the 
*■ style of it, and so constittitional in the mode." Nor was 
any objection even insinuated to the petition of May last, 
as improper to be brought before the House of Lords, 
When a large proportion of the whole Peerage has been 
actually called upon to subscribe to the Articles, &e. in 
early life at the Universities, if they are prepared aa Chris- 
tian senators in maturer years to acknowledge themselves 
incompetent to discuss, with intelligence and decorum, the 
contents of their own Subscription,* they will allow, 1 
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think, that this is a state of things which ought to be 
altered, rather than defended. To encourage the notion, 
that Christian knowledge and inciuiry may be left to the 
clergy, is to foster an error which has ever produced the 
worst consetjuences in the world. 

When his Grace, in the above letter, refers to the 
"harsh remarks" of Lord Wynford, who suggested my 
resignation, and observes that, to some extent he con- 
curred in them ; the recollection of all that his Grace had 
said and written, as above detailed, it must be candidly 
confessed, called up feelings which may be readily con- 
ceived, and perhaps by some may be excused, who will 
not be surprised that they dictated the following answer. 
I offer, however, no defence for the tone in which it is 
partly written ; which, as I have ever condemned it in 
others when engaged in controversy, so do I, in like 
manner, now condemn in myself. 



TO THE ARCHBISHOP OF CANTEHBURY. 

Norwich, February 23, 1836. 

My Lord Archbishop, 

I am sorry that your Grace's letter calls upon 
me to trouble you again ; but the subject involves serious 
consequences to myself and to others; and in Justice to 
many, I must now write without reserve. 

Your Grace is surprised that I should have expected an 
opinion in the House of Lords, when you had declined 
giving a decision in private. Your Grace certainly did 
decline giving a decision on the ground of wanting the 
power; but you did not decline giving me your opinion, 
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And lliat npiniun 1 well remember — indeed, it lias been 
since repeated. Wben my peliticm was presented [in 
■1833] your Grace knows that what I wanted waa, a public 
tonctian to the opinions previously given by your Grace and 
ether Biikops. 1 cerfainly think, that every manly and 
ingentioua mind would be surprised to know that this 
'Act of justice was denied me. 

On another part of your Grace's letter I am perhaps in 
bn error. Your Grace alludes to your pitrily concurring 
in the harsh remarks of Lord Wynford, as I suppose. I 
did not clearly hear them ; but Iiow your Grace could 
agree with them at ail, as reported (namely, aa calling for 
jny resignation) \ am utterly at a loss to conceive. Your 
Grace had previously not found fault with my opinions ; 
you had readily declared that you thought i might retain 
my opinions and my clerical situation. Had your Grace 
:^en concurred with Lord Wynford's reported remarks, 
it could only, I conceive, have led to these most unwar- 
rantable inferences — either, that a clergyman may hold 
unsound opinions, if he gives no open trouble to your 
Grace and the bench of Bishops; or, that your Grace 
has one opinion at Lambeth, and another in the House of 
Jiords. 

If tile allusion to Lord Wynford i-* intended as a warn- 
ing of what may occur again, I ihank your Grace for it; 
but i must frankly add, that I do not believe his Lord- 
riiip to be qualified, either by temper or character, to 
judge upon such questions; or that he is the person lo 
whom the clergy of England are at all disposed lo con- 
Wgn the dormant powers of the Convocation, ilis Lord- 
•bip's opinion will, therefore, weigh but little with me, 



nor will any appreliension of foiisei|iieiiccs lo mysell' 
avail in silencing me. 

I have told yoor Grace that the time seems to uie at 
liand v/hen I may decide upon resignation. I did not 
write this under any idea that your Grace can consistently 
pronounce an opinion against me, but because I antici- 
pate, from the system hitherto adopted, what I must call 
H silent denial of Justice: and this, in a hard-judging 
world, might leave me in an uncomfortable situation. I 
Rincerely hope 1 may be mistaken. 1 now once more 
auk for an open siinction of opinions long openly circu- 
lated. If that is denied me, or if remarks affecting my 
ehuractei- fall from the Heads of the Church, I shall 
probably coniider it as the signal for retirement from my 
situation ; but not, of course, till I have, with God's per- 
tnlMloi), fully made known all the circumstances leading 
to it, and have also, according to my present view, pre- 
•orited a petition to the House of Commons. 

Allow ni« for a moment lo address your Grace more 
aerioLiily. I address you as tilling the highest ecclesias- 
tiral Kihintion; as moving in a certain circle, and pur- 
uu'nuf a curtain coitrae; by all which you assist in holding 
tiil^ethcr n party who will support the Church, that is, 
the KMtabliHhnKint. In such a circle, plain truth perhaps 
doi^s not alwayx readily find its way. I live, of course, 
apart from it; and, endeavouring calmly lo observe what 
is passing, nui no stranger to the heavy censure which 
that party has drawn upon itself, even amongst its own 
friends. One of the strongest grounds for this is, the 
losing public confidence, by not making timely im- 
provemeiitB ; by denying them when they can be done 
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prudently, aud thus bringing on more vioienl clianges ; 
and, finally, by agreeing to clianges and sanctioning them, 
when discredit, rather than the confidence which might 
have been secured, attends such a sanction. Such I 
belieye to he the state of the question on which I now 
.write. 

In adhering to the same system, my worldly interests 
may perhaps be soon sacrificed; though that remains to 
be decided. But will your Grace incur the responsibility 
of being instrumental to it? Your Grace knows, having 
told me so, that the opinions which are the ground of my 
petition arc not unallowable in our Church. Can they then 
be nnscripturaH I apj>eal to you, as in the sight of God, 
^ho must one day judge between us, whether, with the 
power to do me justice, you will deny it ; or take any step 
which can be instrumental in my exclusion as a clergy- 
man unworthy of my situation. 

I have, however, made up my mind to meet the change, 
if it must be so; though not without the best struggle in 
my power to avert it. Once more I appeal to your 
Grace's justice, and hare the honor to remain, most re- 
Bpectfully, 

Your Grace's very obedient servant, 

CHARLES N. WODEHOUSE. 

The above letter was written under a strong conviction 
that the course pursued towards me had been harsh and 
unjust: and that conviction remains to this hour. Ha- 
bitual respect for the office and character of the Arch- 
Mshop, as well as the settled conviction that angry 
I feelings — at all times demanding control — are especially 
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disgraceFul in religious discussions, have taught me to 
regret that it was not differently expressed : and this 
feeling was thus conveyed to his Grace, in a letter written 
March 11, 1840. 
#####« During the sixteen years, in which 

" Lhave been more or less engaged on this subject, I can 
" only recal one occasion, on which I have expressed 
" myself in a spirit which I have cause to regret, and 
" that was in a letter to your Grace. / cannot retract 
*^ any opinion it contained ; but, as this may be the last 
'' opportunity on which I may be in a situation to address 
" your Grace, I wish now to offer my apology for the 
'^ tone in which a part of that letter was written ; and 
" which I am sure your Grace will readily ascribe to the 
^' feelings called forth by a difficult situation, which, I 
'' hope in this instance only, have not been under due 
" control." 

February 18, 1836, a copy of the petition given at page 
65, was sent to the Bishops, a few of whom favoured me 
with their opinion upon it. The following answers are 
given as containing some defence of my mode of pro- 
ceeding. To my religious opinions no objection was 
offered by their Lordships. 



TO THE LORD BISHOP OF 



Norwich, February 25, 1836. 
My Lord Bishop, 

I beg to return my best thanks to your Lordship 
for the letter which I had the honor to receive yesterday. 



(i7 
tbougli I am surry to Hud tbal your Lonliihip is not tliii- 
poscd to forward my wishes. May I, however, be ex- 
cused for troubling you witli a few remarks in answer ? 

Your Lordship will, I hope, give me credit for having 
considered as well as I am able the points lo which I ob- 
ject. 1 have also been favoured with the private opinions 
of many persons whom I am bound to respect. None con- 
demn my objections; and all seek to explain away the 
literal sense of the points objected to. If I was assured 
that this latitude in subscribing is openly sanctioned by 
our Church, so far as my own scruples go, I should be 
satisfied. But when I make known my opinions, Lord 
Wynford attacks me in the House of Lords; the Quaterly 
Review libels me; and tlie Bishdp of LlandafT, in a 
Charge to his clergy, almost demands my resignation. It 
is, therefore, the open sanction of the Church, or the 
Bishopa, to opinions not judged unallowable, that I am 
BOW seeking, as is natural for a person in my circum- 
stances, and feeling as I do on this subject. If 1 cannot 
obtain il, 1 must be content to be amongst those who 
■ufier, and retire from my situation — I see no other 
Riternative. 

I am perfectly aware that, if relief were given to me, 
might be asked on dilferent grounds by others; and 
,am very far from wishing that it should be confined to 
myself alone. Indeed, I should consider it a great ad- 
vantage if every cause of uneasiness were removed, tilt 
only important doctrines remained as the prominent ob- 
ject of regard and defence, This would probably occasion 
';llome trouble and difficulty ; but the result, as it seems 
(to me, would bo well worth them if it placed our Church, 
k2 
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especially in these days, on a broader and more compre- 
hensive ToundatioD. 

It appears that the parts of the Liturgy I object to in 
their literal sense, were all introduced in the worst ages of 
the Church ; that Subscription was intended by our early 
Reformers, to apply only to Doctrinal Articles ; and that 
the stricter form now enforced, arose from political and 
religious intolerance. I certainly believe that the essen- 
tial doctrines of the Church would be better secured, if 
the attention was more exclusively directed lo them as the 
really important treasure committed to the keeping of the 
Church ; and if only a general approbation and con- 
formity were required for all besides. I cannot think 
that this, once effected, would create uneasiness or dis- 
satisfaction, but that it would soon be acknowledged to 
accord with the true spirit of Christianity. In the words 
of Archbishop Wake : 

" Utinam sic sentiremus omnes ! et, fundamental ibus 
" religionis Articulis semper salvis, nihil ultra ab aliquo 
" subscribendum requireremus. Quod bonoruni homi- 
" num conscientiis oneri esse potest, certfe EcclesifB ulili- 
" tatem parum promovebit." 

With my best thanks for your Lordship's attention, 
I have the honor to be, 
Your Lordship's very obliged and 
obedient servant, 
CHARLES N. WODEHOUSE. 




■HE LORD BI8HOr OP 

Norwich, February 25, 1836. 
My Lord Bishop, 

I take the earliest opportunity in my power to 
thank your Lordship for your attention in answering my 
letter, and beg, at the same time, to assure you that, 
however openly 1 may have ventured to express myself 
in my own defence, placed in a difficult situation and en- 
deavouring to retain my situation with honor, no feeling 
has ever been indulged in by me which can prevent my 
receiving, with respect and gratitude, the remarks you 
have favoured me with. As no known author, either 
before or since, has made any similar reflection upon me, 
cannot deny that, under the circumstances, your Lord- 
ship's implied call for my resignation does appear unne- 
cessarily severe ; particularly as your Lordship does not 
in your Charge condemn my opinions. Your Lordship, 
I am confident, would not wish to deny me the privilege 
of an answer. If mine was an improper one, I sincerely 
regret it. 

May T add a few remarks on your Lordship's letter ? It 
is well known, that many persons have declined entering 
the ministry of our Church from scruples similar to my 
that many who have entered it in early life have, 
upon mature deliberation, retired from it ; and that many 
clergymen have of late, as well as formerly, expressed 
their disapprobation of parts of our formularies, and 
have recommended alterations. I am, therefore, singular 
only in the mode adopted to obtain my object; and this 
bas been resorted to as the best I can devise in the present 
Mate of our Church, though coufessediv vn some accounts 
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iBcriptural Initli, lliat Clmrcli ciin be finally endangered 
1 vliiclt is under tlie protection of tUe God of Truth. 
Iiave the honor to remain. 
Your Lordship's very obliged 
and obedient servant, 
CHARLES N. WODEHOUSE, 



) HIS GRACE THE ARCHBESBOP OF - 



Norwich, February 29, 183G. 

My Lord Archbishop, 

I beg to oifer my respectful thanks to your 
Grace for the letter wliich I had the honor to receive 
yesterday, and at the same time to submit to your Grace's 
consideration a few observations in answer. 

I must readily allow, that it is not desirable to provoke 
a theological discussion in an assembly consisting prin- 
cipally of laymen — probably it is even less desirable to 
provoke it in a Convocation of clergymen — and yet it 
appears impossible to affirm, that occasions may not arise 
when it will be necessary or proper to do so. With re- 
gard to the Parliament, I beg to observe that, by the 
constitmion of our Church, it is acknowledged as com- 
petent to decide upon doctrinal and ecclesiastical ques- 
tions. Subscription to Articles, &c. is required by statute 
-^— it remains, therefore, with the siime authority to modify 
or even abrogate the condition thus required for holding 
an ecclesiastical office. Uniformity in Public Worship, 
lias been also imposed bi/ statute ; and the use of our 
Ijturgy was not established till it was adopted by the 
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Parliament; and any alterations in it, though prepared 
by Cominigsion or Convocation, must uitinjately be laid 
before Parliament for its sanction. In these cases, de- 
liberation — i. e. theological discussion — must be supposed, 
prior to legislation. 

The Crown, again, has the power to issue a Commis- 
sion, or to empower the Convocation to consider of ec- 
clesiastical affairs: but the Crown acts by responsible 
advisers; and it can hardly be supposed that such steps 
would be taken without ascertaining the sense of Par- 
liament, or at least without leading to discussion on the 
subject. 

I venture to submit these copsiderations to your Grace, 
because, although I might fairly claim some liberty in 
seeking a remedy for my own difiiculty, I should be 
sorry to resort to my present course, unless there ap- 
peared to me clear grounds on which it may be justified. 
In the hope that your Grace may eventually be disposed 
to look favourably on my case, 

1 have the honor to remain, most respectfully. 
Your Grace's very obedient servant, 

CHARLES N. WODEHOUSE. 



May 17, 1836. The petition, given at page 55, was 
brought forward in the House of Lords, but could not 
be received on account of a trifling informality, noticed 
by Lord Holland ; and I was prevented, chiefly by illness, 
from proceeding with it during that session of Par- 
liament. 




In 1837, the opinions of which the late Mr, Froude 
appears to have been the originator, in these days, and of 
which the editors of the Oxford Tracts have been the 
active promoters, began to form a prevailing topic of 
religious discussion, A candid and serious mind cannot 
condemn the desire to propose a remedy for " the ever 
*' uinltiplying divisions of the Christian world," which 
the editors named in their preface, as a motive for these 
'publications. To enter into the details of this contro- 
Tersy would be foreign to the present purpose, even had 
I the ability for such a task : but there is one material 
question at issue, closely connected with the present sub- 
ject, which I would briefly notice; and that question is, 
Are Christians called upon to recognize, as Gupreme in 
religious inquiries, the word of man, or of the Bible 
Are they to resign liberty of judgment ; or more properiy, 
jBoy they exchange individual responsibility for Church 
authority? My firm conviction is, that Almighty God, 
in His Holy Word, has decided this controversy, by an^ 
Douncing the supreme authority of Scripture; by enjoin- 
ing all men to study it as their guide ; and that the 
Church of England has unequivocally and repeatedly 
adopted this decision in its Articles and Ritual. 

The inconveniences arising from this — according to our 
short-sighted judgment — it would be worse than pre- 
sumption to adduce as an authority for a contrary de- 
cision : yet those inconveniences may be unhesitatingly 
encountered. We have then, on one side, the acknow- 
ledged evil of divisions arising from private judgment, 
which Church authority, it is contended, would satisfac- 
torily remove. On the other, we have the historical fact 
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that the worst errors have been engrafted upon the 
Gospel, when the Cliurch itself — that is, its rulers — had 
the gjeatest power to uphold Truth, and Christians at 
large, the least degree of liberty in inquiring and judging 
for themselves. 

Conceding then, for the present without discussion, 
many points now warmly controverted ; granting, that 
our Lord instituted one, visible as well as universal, 
Church ; that His apostles, agreeably to His instruction, 
ordained that it should subsist only by episcopal succes- 
sion ; granting the Primitive Church to have been for 
some centuries a pure model of the Apostolical constitu- 
tion ; and that the Church of Rome has ever preserved 
the marks of a true Church, by preserving, the Scrip- 
tures, the Sacraments, the Creeds, and Episcopal Succes- 
sion — I would still observe that, reform was almost 
perpetually required in the aduiinislralion of these pre- 
sumed Apostolical privileges. 

Passing to the Church of this nation, our Reformation 
is a signal and undisputed testimony to the truth of this 
position ; and I know not on what sound principle any 
one can stBrm our Reformation to have been, at any of 
its successive changes, complete ; or that error can neyer 
again infest our Church. I would contend then, that it 
is not only allowable to Christians, but, that it is their 
bounden daty, to exercise a constant vigilance that the 
Church may not again relapse into former or forsaken 
errors, or fall into new. And judging, not only from 
experience, but the light of Scripture, i can see no 
method by which it is at all probable such vigilaoce 
can be ert'ectually exerted, except by the free, thaogh 



resjMiisible, exercise of private judgment ; by the rea- 
Bonable and scriptural use of the talents entrusted to us, 
in constantly comparing the decisions of man with the 
pure Word of God. 

What, for instance, is the recent work of Mr. Gladstone, 
but the commendable endeavour of a private individual 
to persuade Christians to adopt what he judges to be true 
" Church Principles ?" And what are the Oxford Tracts, 
but appeals to the private Judgment of their readers, dic- 
tated by the private judgment of unknown writers? On 
their own principles, none of these publications, I should 
conclude, ought to have been edited, without the imprir 
malur of the Church : but what lover of truth woul*} 
desire to see religious imjuiry thus Hoiited, or stifled? 

The Jewish Church possessed the " Oracles of God," 
with rites and ceremonies Divinely instituted, committed 
to the charge of an indisputable sacerdotal succession. 
Yet were these privileges so corrupted in the hands of 
^eir appoinled guardians, that the prophets repeatedly 
inveighed against tlie errors of the priests, no less than 
of the people. The histories of Hezekiah, Josiah, Ezra, 
Hnd Nehemiah, give us patterns of a Scriptural Reforma- 
■tion. Our Lord affirmed, that the guardians and inter- 
preters of Divine Truth had " made the Word of God 
f* of none efl'eet by their traditions." The higliest in the 
sacerdotal succession procured the death of the Redeemer, 
.yet at the same time celebrated, with all the prescribed 
solemnity, the sacramental rite of the Passover. 

In like manner, if in a lower degree, the ministers of 

^&e Christian Church for many centuries abused a sacred 

irge entrusted to their keeping, though preaerving. the 

l2 
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Scriptures, the Sacraments, tlie Creeds, the Episcopal 
Succession. In like maniier did they by their errors, 
and corruptions, and cruel persecutions, render, aa we 
of this nation maintain, a Scriptural Reformation es- 
sential to the preservation of pure Christian Doctrine. 
And thus far the whole history of men, living under a 
Divine Revelation, shows the necessity for the interven- 
tion of some means to restrain and correct the improper 
exercise of Church authority. 

We cannot, as has been ali-eady said, affirm our own 
Church, which differs from all others, to be free from 
the danger of future, or even present, error. We ac- 
knowledge no infallible interpreter as our g;uide to truth. 
Prophets no longer rise up to warn or to reclaim us. 
Where else then is the necessary corrective to be found 
for this deep-rooted and universal tendency to abuse and 
corrupt even the highest of all institutions, except in 
the perpetual reference to the written Word of God, 
enjoined, as we contend, in the same Word to every 
individual, and enforced by the deliberate sanction of 
our Church ? 

Will it be said that I am pleading in favour of divi- 
sions? For from it; I believe schism to be a grievous 
sin, and separation from Church communion an act 
entailing a very serious responsibility. Therefore I 
would advocate every Christian endeavour to promote 
union amongst Christians, and conformity to our Na- 
tional Church : convinced, nevertheless, that divisions 
are one of the evils cleaving to our imperfect state; 
that, as with other evil, our constant duty is to mitigate 
what we cannot extinguish ; that an impatient desire to 
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enforce couformity to human aiitliorily is unallonable; 
that, in tlie Christian management of conlroveray, lies 
one of our appointed trials uniJer the Gospel ; and that 
He, who is always from seeming ill educing real good, 
thus preserves the truth from that corruption which 
stagnation commonly produces in the moral, no less 
than in the natural, creation. 

The progress of the Oxford publications indicated a 
decided departure from the Protestant doctrines of our 
Church; and led to an expectation that some step must 
be taken by the writers to alter, or justify, the Subscrip- 
tion which they had made, as is generally supposed, in 
couinion with myself. But when I observed that Arti- 
cles 6, 20, 21, 34, were every day more coldly regarded ; 
that the solitary and dubious clause of Article 20, which 
states that "the Church hath authority in controversies 
f of faith," was more and more insisted upon ; and that 
Bome writers had even endeavoured to reestablish the 
authority of an obsolete Canon of 1571, which would 
oblige all preachers to inlerpret Scripture by so vague 
and impossible a test as " the writings of the ancient 
Fathers and Catholic Bishops " — when 1 saw, in short, 
that all this tended literally to confirm the high notions 
ef priestly power, never claimed by the primitive Church, 
but inferred in those parts of our Liturgy which appeared 
to me most exceptionable — 1 readily concurred in an 
Ettempt, not to deny liberty of opinion to others, but, to 
ensure it for myself; not to silence writers of piety and 
talents superior to my own, but, leaving them, if it be 
thought fit, an open course in pursuing a controversy 
which may produce beneficial results, to secure for those 
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«bo diftr froiD them tkai libertr vUeh omr Quudi, I 
un pemuKied, intends to offer, mnd wkidi the Gospd 
iajnetions. 

The petition, presented to the Hove of Loids in Maj 
last, appeared calenlated to fomid this object, and, at 
the same time, to obtain a lemedj for mj own speaAc 
difficulties, which have been detailed above. 



Early in 1840, and before a petition to Parliament was 
proposed, I had consulted with some finends npcm a re- 
newed attempt to obtain an explanation or alteration of 
the terms of Sobscription. The result was communicated 
to the Archbishop of Canterbury. And here it may be 
obsenred, that, much as I have regretted to find that my 
communications have sometimes reached his Grace when 
occupied with other business, I know that strong objec- 
tions would have been made to any public step takes 
without his previous knowledge. 

TO THE ARCHBISHOP OF CANTSRBURT. 

Norwich, March 11, 1840. 
My Ix>rd Archbishop, 

I beg to submit to your Grace's consideration 
the enclosed paper ; and as it contains a clear intimation 
that I am prepared to sacrifice all the emoluments of my 
profession, and even the profession itself, if I fail in this 
endeavour to obtain satisfaction to my own mind ; I hope 
I way without impropriety request your Grace to inform 
uie what course you will think it right to adopt with 



respect to the niensiire proposed in it. i hKtl hoped that, 
in the absence of censure from any ipiarter, except a few 
Anonymous writers, 1 might huve remiiiiied at ease under 
tbe impression of a tacit acquiescence in my opinions as 
to Subscription, and some parts of the Liturgy, from the 
Church in general. Some of the sentiments formally 

delivered hy the Bishop of , in his recent Charge, 

are such that I could not overlook them. I have no 
wish to find fault with his Lordship, or with any one 
who openly expresses what he believes : perhaps I ought 
rather to be thankful that he has thus obliged rae, for 
my own happiness, to take a more decided course. 

Daring the sixteen years, in which ! have been more 
or less engaged on this subject, I can only recal one 
occasion, on which I have expressed myself in a spirit 
which I have cause to regret, and that was in a letter to 
your Grace. / cannot retract any opinion which it con- 
tained; but, as this may be the last opportunity on which 
I may be in a situation to address your Grace, I wish now 
to offer my apology for the tone in which a part of that 
letter was written ; and which I am sure your Grace will 
readily ascribe to the feelings called forth by a difficult 
situation, which, I hope in this instance only, have not 
been under due control. 

My intention is to forward a copy of the enclosed paper 
to the Bishops generally, from whom I might reasonably 
look for sympathy and assistance. Many of their Lord- 
ships, liowever, on two former occasions, not having even 
Jkvoured me with the common courtesy of an answer, 
I cannot bring myself to request an opinion (however 
much I may desire it) when experience tells me 1 shall 



probably meet with neglect. 1 confess that the course thus 
adopted towards a clergyman so situated, from those beat 
qualified to form a judgment, presents in my mind a 
painful contrast to the frank and courteous opinions re- 
ceived from a large number of temporal Peers. There 
are many to whom all that befals me, i believe, is a 
matter of lively interest; and when obliged, in justice 
to myself and my children, to give some account of the 
reasons which have guided my conduct, it must be heard 
with surprise that, with a few exceptions, the Bishops 
of the Church silently declined giving any opinion on 
such a question ; and expressed no interest in the situa- 
tion or fate of the person, who requested it from them. 

To your Grace I beg once more to express my gratitude 
for the attention so often readily given to me, and have 
the honor to remain with sincere respect. 
Your very obedient servant, 

CHARLES N. WODEHOUSE. 



FROM THE ARCH. 



OF CANTEKBUnY. 



Lambeth, March 13, 1840. 
Dear Sir, 

The pressure of business, which at this season 
of the year demands the whole of my time, prevents me 
from entering into any discussion in respect to the con- 
tents of tiie paper which you have sent me. The measure 
indeed which you propose, affects so many points of the 
utmost importance in the doctrine and discipline of the 
Church, that I think even those who might agree with. 
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y^a in apitlioh, woald see the imppopriety of bnngmg It 
forwiird abruptly, and submitiing propoants to the legis- 
lature, w)iic)i, it' at nil enlcrlained by it, ought not to be 
submitted to Parllnment without the sanction of the 
Church. When, therefore, yon ask me what course I 
shall think it right to adopt with res]>ect to the measure 
which you propose, I frankly leli you, tliat I should oppose 
it from a conviction that it would be prejudicial to the 
interests of true religion, and that it is in other respects 
a measure which ought not to be discussed in Parliament, 
unless it has previously received the approbation of the 
great body of the clergy. 

What r have here said, will !n part explain my reasons 
for not addressing the House when your petition was 
presented some years ago. I cannot agree with you in 
thinking that the absence of censure implies a tacit ac- 
quiescence in your opinions. In justice to myself, I must 
protest against such an interpretation being put upon my 
silence. Regarding you as a clergyman blameless in con- 
duct and altcntive to your professional duties, and enter- 
taining no doubt of your wincerity, I have always felt a 
great unwillingness lo pronounce any judgnient on scru- 
ples which I hoped might be eventually removed by time 
and mature reflection. And this feeling was strengthened 
by the meekness of spirit which was generally evinced in 
your communications with me, with the single exception 
perhaps of some expressions to which you allude, and for 
which I was ready to make every allowance. 

In respect to the reason which you uUege for coming 
forward again at this lime, i much doubt its validity, not 
being ftUe to see how the publication of a Chaise by a 
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Bishop, containing some assertions to which yda cir 
■enbacribe, can afford any justification for the course which 
you propose to take. Trusting that it is still in your 
power to reconsider the whole matter, 1 most strongly 
recommend you to give up circulating copies of the 
papers which you have sent to me, and which I consider 
as private. 

I remain, dear Sir, 
Your very humble and obedient servant, 

(Signed) W. CANTUAR. 



TO THE ARCBBISEIOP OF CANTEBBCHY. 

Norwich, March 16, 1840. 
My Lord Archbishop, 

I beg to thank your Grace for the letter which I 
had the honor to receive on Saturday, and will only in- 
trude upon your time by a very brief answer. My deci- 
sion has been made seriously and deliberately. If I fail on 
this occasion in obtaining satisfaction, as to the scruples 
which I entertain respecting Subscription, I considef 
myself pledged to resign my preferment. In justice to 
myself, my family, and friends, and, above all, injustice 
to the Church itself, I cannot take such a step without 
finally making the best endeavour in my power to ascer- 
tain whether there is a necessity for it. 

One part of your Grace's letter obliges me to say that, 

in a conversation at Lambeth, your Grace observed, *'you 

" have done your duty in mentioning your scruples to 

I •*• the Heads of the Church: if they do not think pro- 

r to mOTe, yoa may rest s^isSed j w id say, Ubaviei 
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* ioutnam meam" In a letter afterwards received, your 
Grace alluded to the silence of the Church in such terms 
that I do not see how any one could read the letter with- 
out considering it as an intended justificatioii of my 
opinions. I have the honor to remain, 
with sincere respect, 
Your Grace's obedient servant, 

CHARLES N. WODEHOUSE. 



FROM THE ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY. 

Lambeth, March 18, 1840. 
Dear Sir, 

After receiving your letter of the 16th, I have 
only to express my regret that ray suggestions have had 
BO little weight with you. 1 have not at this moment an 
opportunity of referring to our past correspondence ; but 
I shall be much surprised if expressions are found in any 
letter of mine, which can be considered as an intended 
justification of your opinions. 

I remain, dear Sir, 
Your very obedient servant, 

(Signed) W. CANTUAR. 



To this letter I returned no answer; having firmly 
resolved to avoid every occasion which might by possi- 
bility lead to another hasty expression. I might have 
complained — and I think with reason — of the implied 
distinction between verbal and written communications — 
of the impossibility of judging what his Grace's opinions 
decidedly are — that, on the mention of any public step 
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on my part, they have always asaumeil a more hostile 
tone — and that, in justice to me and himself, a rercrence 
was not made to past correspondence, which must have 
led to a different answer; for I leave it to any one, 
who will I'airly consider the meaning of words, to say 
what is the ohvious and necessary inference to be drawn 
from his Grace's letter of May 12, 1830.* 

The Archbishop mentions his " anwillingness to pro- 
" noiince a Judgment in my case." 1 do not see how he 
could consistently decide against me, though the above 
expression, perhaps unintentionally, leans towards a dif- 
ferent conclusion. I will, however, place myself in his 
Grace's hands. Notwithstanding his public declaration 
in Parliament, and that of other Bishops, in May last, 
no mtimation has been given of any intention to propose 
" a legislative or deliberative assembly in the Church, by 
" which aach questions as the present might be settled." 
I have waited a reasonable time; and to remain in my 
present situation, however great the sacrifice which a 
change would demand, would only be to prolong, per- 
haps increase, its perplexity. 

I therefore respectfully request of the Archbishop to 
pronounce the judgment to which he has alluded: and, 
sbouhl it require such a step, will, with God's permission, 
in December next, teuder the resignation of my Living 
to the Bishop of the Diocese, and that of my Canonry to 
the proper authority, whatever it may be; unless a clear 
expressiou of public opinion should intervene, appealing 
against the judgment pronounced. 



* Sec page 43. 
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The Totlowing Bill was enclosed in the letter to the 
Archbishop of Canterbury of March 11, J840. 

A BILL 
To explain and consolidate the Lawa relating to the Re- 
ligious Tests or Subscriptions now required from her 
Majesty's Subjects. 

Whebeas, the Lans as to Religions Tests or Subscrip- 
tions, which concern not only the clergy but the people 
at lai^e, are confused and uncertain, and the customs 
relating to the same are of doubtful authority : 

And WHEtiKAB, the 13th Eliz. c. 12 requires Subscrip- 
tion to certain of the Thirty-nine Articles of Religion, 
agreed upon in the Convocalion of 1562, which Articles 
are not apeeiJied in the said Act; and the 14th Car. IL 
c. 4 requires SabscHption, in certain cases, to all the said 
Articles, and also an assent to the use of the Liturgy : 

And whereas, the 3Glh Canon of 1603 imposes a dif- 
ferent and special Subscription to the said Thirty-nine Ar- 
ticles and to every part of ihe Book of Comnion Prayer, 
and also a Penalty on the Bishops of the Cliurch; which 
Subscription and Penalty, not being otherwise confirmed, 
are rendered illegal by the 25ih Hen. VIII. c. 19, which 
forbids any Canons contrariant to the Lows, Statutes, or 
Customs of this Realm, and further by the 13th Car. II. 
c. 12, which disallows all Canons not con6rmed by Par- 
liament or the Law of the Land : 

And wRsnEAS it hath of late years lieen held by some, 
that a certain obsolete Canon of the Convocation of 1571 
is a part of the Law of the Church, which Canon pro- 
poses a further Religious Test or Obligation, not con- 
firmed by any Law, Statute, or Custom : 



AvD WHEREAB it IS the duly and the wisdom or a 
Nulional Cliurcli lo throw no unnecessary impedira^nt in 
the way of Conformily and Communion with the Church, 
but to lay upon the brethren only necessary things, and 
not to burthen the conscience in matters confessedly in- 
different and alterable: 

Ar» whereas the mulliplying of Teats and Subscrip- 
tkins doth tend to repel From the ministry, which ought 
10 be opm to alt Christian men duly qualified to serve 
thef«tn, many who, considering such Tests and Subscrip- 
tions in ibe most serious light, are therefore most likely 
to braelit the Church as ministers of the same; and many 
such hare froui time to time been so repelled from the 
Ministry and Communion of the Church, whereby, to- 
mtb^r with other causes, the number of Non-conformists 
is fn«(ly increased : 

,Aso WHBBEAB, both In the Primitive Church and at 
tW p*riod of the Reformation in this country. Religious 
TphI* *'"* ''^"' *"** simple; and some of those now re- 
ouirrd were imposed for secular rather than religious 
iMirptwP*. ii"d have been manifestly Injurious to Christian 

iK-Hcfl imii ""ity '" •^''' '■^*'™ '• 

vVkd whereas, in 1669, 1674, and 1689, and on several 
aiiliM'tjiicnt occasions since the fourth and last Revision 
nf the Liturgy, proposals have been made by various 
oh-rKyu'en and members of the Church, many of them 
iiiiiitt eminent for piety and learning, to render the said 
TliirtV-nine Articles and Book of Common Prayer more 
■fidtmtlv conformable lo the Word of God, and more 

(Viipff and satisfactory to all Christian people; which 
- pomh, owing to various causes, 
difficult of accomplishment, 



, have been and still 
, however much to he 
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desired, both for tbe sake of promoting Unity in Faith and 
Worship and for relieving the scruples of Christians : 

And whereas the Subscriptions now in use, if applied 
in their strict and literal sense to every expression in the 
said Thirty-nine Articles and Book of Common Prayer, 
do require more than can be reasonably expected from 
those most attached to the Doctrines, Rites, and Cere- 
monies of the Church, and many Bishops and Divines 
have maintained, and led others to believe, that the above 
Subscriptions are to be taken in a wide and general sense; 
which latitude, though it batb never been openly and with 
authority affirmed, hath yet never been openly and with 
anthority condemned : 

IAhd wuereab, under this uncertainty, divers contro- 
versies and divisions have arisen amongst the clergy, nei- 
ther creditable to themselves nor profitable to others, 
inasmuch as the said Articles and Liturgy have been 
frequently, in certain parts, commented upon, not for the 
sake of their doctrine, but, for the purpose of defending 
a Subscription to them, in which endeavour a mode of 
argument batb been resorted to which batb lowered tbe 

kharacter of the writers as lovers of Truth and instructors 
ccording to the same, whereby great scandal is offered 
Doth to the Church and to unbelievers and to all Christian 
people, and a pernicious example is held out to the young 
who may hereafter be called upon to subscribe : 
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Be it THEnEFOKE Enacted, 
(I.) That tbe Form of Subscription to any of the said 
Thirty-nine Articles enjoined by the !3tb Eliz. c. 12, and 
, the Forms of Subscription to the said Thirty-nine Articles 
^L F(ti<fiiil .iirjutiieiiiiuiifj-K 
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rr fsfoiaed br the 14A Gir. II. e. 4, be and 
mrt berebr repealed ; and thmt tke Sobscription 
mti TbirtT-mne Articles and Lhnrgy now used 
ror to the 36th Canon of 1603, be firom the passing 
MT 'SCB Act diicon tinned. 

± And be it farther enacted. That in lien of the said 
^dbecriptions, the following Forms onlj shall, in any of 
dw cases mentioned in the abore Acts, after the passing 
of this Act be used or required. 

I, A. B., do willingly and ex animo subscribe and de- 
clare my assent to the Doctrines set forth in the three 
Creeds commonly called the Apostles', the Nicene, and 
the Athanasian Creed, and do declare that I believe the 
^d Doctrine to be agreeable to Holy Scripture : In the 
name of Holy Scripture I do understand those Canonical 
Books of the Old and New Testament which are received 
as such by the Church in thb Nation, and do believe that 
They contain all things necessary to Salvation. 

I, A. B., do declare that I will conform to the Liturgy 
of the Church of England as it is now by Law established. 
(3.) And be it further enacted. That from and after 
the passing of this Act, no other Religions Test or Sub- 
scription shall, in any case, be required by Law from 
any of Her Majesty's subjects, any Law, Statute, Canon, 
or Custom to the contrary notwithstanding. 



The concluding remarks of the above paper are here 
O0iitted, as the substance of them has been already given. 
Oft the alteration proposed by the Bill, I only ask, that it 
HH^y be fairly considered, and properir udentood. 
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It may then be plainly stated that an altered Form of 
Subscription to the Articles and Liturgy was not proposed, 
because no new form of words could be devised, plainly 
expressing sucli a latitude as is now assumed, without 
being open to the objection— however unjust — that it 
was intended to admit persons of unsound doctrinal views. 
It is left, therefore, to those who would cootinue the 
present form, to defend it; and thus to show what such 
Subscriplion means. 

General forms have indeeil been proposed by persons 
of high authority in the Church. Amongst the conces- 
sions which Archbishop Tillotson believed, at one time, 
would be agreed upon by the eminent divines of his day, 
for the union of Protestants, is this : " that instt:ad of all 
" former Declarations and Subscriptions, it shall be suf- 
" 6cient for them that are admitted to the exercise of the 
" ministry in the Church of England, to subscribe one 
** general decluration and promise to this effect, namely, 
" ' that we do submit lo the doctrine and worship of the 
" Church of England as it shall be by law established, 
"and promise to teach and practice accordingly.' "* In 
the MS. copy of an Act of Parliament, found amongst 
the Burnet papers in the Bodleian library, the following 
form is found : " I, A. B., do approve of the Doctrine 
" and Worship of the Church of England as containing 
" all things necessary to salvation, and 1 submit to the 
•' Government thereof, aa by law established." f 

An established and, therefore, more unexceptionable 

form of assent is to be found in the following question of 

■ Bircli't Life »f T'Uotaon. 
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our Office for the Ordination of Priests. " Will you 
" then give your faithful diligence always bo to minister 
" the Doctrine and Sacraments, and tlie Discipline of 
■" Christ, as the Lord hath cotniuanded, and aa this 
1'. Church and Realm hath received the same, according 
" to the coram andnients of God, so that you may teach 
" the people committed to your charge and care, with 
" all diligence to keep and observe the same t " Answer. 
" I will do so by the help of the Lord." 

The pledges required of a Bishop at hia consecration, 
relating to Doctrine, refer only to the Scriptures. 
. Subscription to the Doctrine of the three Creeds — 
irhich does not include the damnatory clauses of the 
Athanasian — is a clear, e;iplicit, and unambiguous con- 

I ibssion of faith. Looking to the practice of the early 
Church, we find in the Canons of the four iirst General 
Councils comparatively few which relate to doctrine. 
The third, at Ephesus, a.d. 431, confirmed the Nicene 
Confession, and forbade any innovation upon it. The 

I fburth, at Chalcedon, a d. 451, condemned certain here- 
s, against which, as ivell as others, the Athanasian 
Creed, long after composed, was directed. Further than 
this, Protestants cannot safely go for guidance from the 
decisions of the Church ; for the next General Council 
adopted in its Canons some of the errors which have been 
maintained in the Romish Church from that time. 

Archbishop Cranmer began the Reformation by re- 
quiring an assent to the three Creeds. The statute of 
13th Elizabeth required Subscription to doctrinal Arti- 
cles, and Archbishop Gibson has enumerated fifteen under 
that description. Soon after, Subscription grew nearly 
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into its present Ibrm ; with what suceeeB has been already 
noticed. Then, are the Articles abandoned because the 
present Form of Subscription to them is relinquished, 
which, as I shall soon show, has signally failed of accom- 
plishing its proposed object 't Tiiey would atill remain as 
the confession of faith in the English Church ; a vene- 
rable monument of our early Reformers ; our guide to 
those general views of doctrine and discipline for which 
they contended or died : and what more are they now ? 

If it be contended that some greater security than Sub- 
scription to the Creeds, and the pledge above mentioned, 
now given at ordination, i9 essential, then let one be pro- 
posed which is intelligible, and promises to he effectual; 
yet let it be remembered, that to provide against error 
by an enumeration of its varieties is impossible. Laws 
denounce crimes in general terms, but do not describe 
the modes by which they may be committed. Truth is 
ever one and the same ; but error is strictly a Iiydra- 
headed monster, and a thousand articles could not crush 
its inherent principle of productiveness. If it be argued 
that subscribing anew, as changes occur in the ministerial 
life, according to the present practice, ensures a more 
general agreement, the fact may be fairly questioned, and 
the theory is unsound. The greatest heretic may never 
e called upon to subscribe again ; or, this appeal to the 
conscience is proposed only at the moment of temptation. 
The Church should not hand over to the consciences of 
individuals its own proper functions. It is this which 
has mainly caused the present democracy of religious 
opinion amongst the clergy ; each maintaiuiog, or pro- 
' posiug, that which seems right in his own eyes. 
m2 



The true theory of Church govern in en t, ks to doctrine, 
appears to be, that the Chnrch should require &om its 
ministers a pledge of confonnity, and of ag7eeinent with 
it in essential points; and should possess the power to 
declare in cases of doubt, or heresy, what is its received 
interpretation of the Word of God ; leaving inviolate the 
scriptural duty of private judgment as the scriptural se- 
curity against abuses of Church authority.* Such de- 
cisions, we can indeed only humbly hope, as thousands 
would earnestly pray, would be overruled to the mainte- 
nance of truth ; but it may be reasonably anticipated 
that they would ensure to the Church a deference and 
respect which it does not now command ; and would offer 
to many a perplexed believer, in these days, a guide suf- 
ficient to compose the mind and direct the conduct; if 
not to afford an infallible solution of much that must 
yet be seen as through a glass, darkly.f 

But, if a Subscription to each and every of the Articles, 
uid the Liturgy, as agreeable to the Word of God, is 
I fltill maintained to be indispensable, at least let some of 
the evils of that system be fairly weighed. The object 
of the Articles is plainly stated in their title. They were 
" agreed upon in 1562, for avoiding of diversities erf 
" opinions, and for the stablishing of consent touching 
" true religicn." How far have they accomplished this, 

■ InttriH'mable argaments may inilceil be raised upon tlie interprela- 
ttnn of llje nord " spthonty," in odt Slst Article. Iti meaning appenr* 
to me to be settled in Bishop Marsh's" Comparalive View of llieChnrobes 
of England and liome." 

I It liRS been remarked Ihal the formai decision of the Synod of Scot- 
land ha) goae far lo extinguish Irvingism, not merely in its own cem- 
rauoion, bul aoiongat Uie English clergy. 



not merely amongst Christians at Inrge, or amon^t tlie 
members of the Church, but amongst the clergy ! I 
will name no trifling instances of the contrary result, nor 
exaggerate one. Let the following be considered. 

The celebrated Dr. Clarke, it la evident, could not have 
assented ex animo to the let, 2nd, and 5th Articles; yet 
he continued a beneficed clergyman. I do not defend his 
example ; on the contrary, his is the very practice which 
I desire to avoid. 

On the 3rd Article, Bishop Burnet has giren us five 
different opinions of others, without proposing any de- 
finite interpretation. 

The first clause of the 6th Article " on the Sufficiency 
" of the Holy Scriptures for Salvation," is at this moment 
a fruitful ground of controversy; and we are warned by 
some against "an ungrateful rejection of another gift 
" equally from God," niraely, tradition. No one again 
can read the Ecclesiastical History of Eusebius,* without 
some doubt as to the accuracy of another clause in the 
same Article. 

The 8th has occasioned difficulty and discreditable 
sophistry, with respect to the AtlianAsian Creed, from 
the days of Chillingworth to this hour. 

The 9th and 10th may remind us of the well-known 
differences between Arniinians and Calvinisls ; and that 
both are nevertheless to be found amongst our clergy. 

The lllh may remind us of the different views on 
the subject of Justification, both held and published by 
Bishops of our Church. 

The 17tli, "on Predestination and Election," has been 
* BookllL cbapterBl. 
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so contested, as to ilic very meaning of the words, that 
it is generally granted that no decided conclusion can 
be drawn from them on either side. So far then from 
" Btablishing consent," this Article has either caused 
" diversities," or justified fhem. 

The 20th, again, "on the Aiilhority of the Church," is 
at this moment a ground of difference, not only as to its 
meaning but, in part, as to its authenticity. 

The 2Ist, "on the Authority of General Councils," 
supplies another subject of past and present controversy. 
Notwithstanding its language. Dr. Hammond has long 
ago declared, " We do not believe that any General 
" Council, truly such, ever did, or ever shall, err in any 
" matter of faith ;" and this slatement has been recently 
(juoted with approbation by another clergyman. 

The 27th has called forth writers, who cannot be num- 
bered, on Baptismal Regeneration; and here the question 
has not merely been, What do the Scriptures teach? The 
celebrated lectures of Archbishop Laurence, for instance, 
are principally directed to prove the meaning of the Fop- 
mulariea of our Church. 

Articles 22, 28, 31, 32, are directed against certain 
errors maintained by the Romish Church ; and here we 
need only refer to recent proceedings at Oxford connected 
with thera. A clergyman has published a Iract which, 
in the opinion of four other clergymen, "has a highly 
" dangerous tendency, from its suggesting that certain 
" very important errors of the Church of Rome are not 
" condemned by the Articles of the Church of England." 
Next we hear of a formal resolution by the University 
authorities, " that modes of interpretation, such as are 




" suggested in the said tract, evade rather than expliiin 
" the sense of the Thirty-nine Articles, and reconcile Sub- 
" seription to them with the adoption of errors which 
'■ they were designed to counteract." Yet the author in 
answer, maintains that " his opinion remains unchanged 
'* of the truth and honesty of the principle maintained in 
" the tract, and of the necessity of putting it forth." 

The 34th, " on Traditions," needs only to be named. 

On the 35th, which requires Subscription to the Homi- 
lies, it will be sufficient to state that, " in January 1826, 
" Dr. Jebb, late Bishop of Limerick, in a letter to Dr. 
" Elrington, underlook to pi'ove — (1) That the Books of 
" Homilies are wholly without authority, and unbinding 
" as articles of faith. (2) That they are altogether un- 
" fitted, not only for the use of children, but, for india- 
" criminate perusal or distribution at the present day:" — 
and this letter, afterwards published, his biographer says, 
" has been justly pronounced one of the closest and most 
" perfect specimens of conclusive reasoning, upon a the- 
" ological subject, that has appeared in modern times."* 

Finally, as to the 36th Article, I am not the only 
clergyman who has expressed a desire to see some alter- 
ation adopted as to tho terms used in conferring orders 
in our Church. 

The Liturgy, as is well known, would give other ex- 
amples " of diversities of opinions." Under these circum- 
stances, it is no cause for surprise that, in his " Essay 
" on Ecclesiastical Legislature," the Bishop of Meath has 
observed that " those who have not mised in general 
" society are unaware bow constantly ridicule is thrown 
• Eoderi Life of Jpbb. vol i. p. S8T. 



" upon the Subscrijitioii to Articles, wliich is deniaaded 

" of clergyineii." The Bishop of London has recently 

affirmed, in Parliament, that " he never had the mis- 

" fortune to meet with one clergyman who was not an 

" unhesitating subscriber:" but the real question is. In 

what sense did they give their assent t The Archbishop 

of Canterbury, on the same occasion, declared, " If this, 

" instead of a petition, had been a bill, 1 sbould feel it 

' my duty to move as an amendment, that your Lord- 

[ " ships consider the best means to be adopted for making 

I *' the practice of the clergy consistent with the Liturgy 

f'ff and Articles of the Established Church." 

If the Bpeakers advisedly intended to declare that a 
L literal assent ought to be given ; after what has been 
I here stated, it cannot be improper to request that the 
decision should he clearly understood, and authoritatively 
confirmed; then, that it should be impartially enforced, 
on all occasions, and on all ahke. If, on the other hand, 
arguments have been inconBiderately advanced, to pre- 
I Tent the trouble of a public discussion, or to stop it when 
begun, which will not bear calm investigation; if they 
are such as to lead the public even to suspect that they 
have been used to intimidate, rather than to convince ; 
I am confident the prelates above mentioned will desire to 
prove that their deliberate purpose is, to act with justice. 
And this must dictate an endeavour to clear up the per- 
plexity which they have occasioned, and to settle beyond 
doubt or cavil, what Subscription really v 





THE DEBATE IN THE HOUSE OF LOKDS, 



On Mat 26, 1840, on the Presentation op the 
Petition given above at page 5. 



As a tolerably accurate Report of this Debate has been 
given in the Mirror of Parliament, antl republished by 
Mr. W. W. Hull, last year, I proceed to notice only 
tliose parts which appear most important. 



The Archbishop of Dublin. " I rise, my Lords, to 
present the petition, of which I gave notice last week, 
relative to tlie Subscription to the Articles and Liturgy of 
the Established Church. It is signed by sixty persons, 
half of whom are clergymen, and all of whom are mem- 
bers of the Established Church. • • • But although 
I undertook to present this petition, 1 told the petitioners 
that 1 was opposed to its prayer, inasmuch as I could 
never recommend to your Lordships, nor to any branch 
of the legislature, to take any steps with regard to eccle- 
liastical matters, except such as might relate to the tem- 
poralities of the Church alone. With spiritual matters, 
that is, the strictly ecclesiastical affairs of the Church, 
I consider that this House is neither qualified nor dis- 
posed to interfere ; and such was the opinion I expressed 



six years ago, when 1 presented a petition somewhat 
similar to this from the clergy of Kildare, praying that 
your Lordships would take measures to provide for the 
better government of the Church. I said to the peti- 
tioners on that occasion, that the reason why I could not 
recommend your Lordships to interfere with matters 
purely spiritual was, that I considered, that although the 
legislature had the sole power and right legally to make 
such alterations as might be called for, or to say that tJiey 
were not needed, yet that this House and the other House 
were not well qualified to perform those functions, or to 
come to any decision upon the subject. 

" I upon that occasion called, as I do now call, the 
attention of your Lordships to the practical absence of 
any legislative government for the Church. This defect, 
many persons have been long acquainted with; but it has 
become so very glaring at present, that I am happy to 
find the subject has attracted the serious attention of 
numerous members of our Church. • * * 

# , ♦ * 11 1 tiign remarked, that it was hut a very few 
years since the Parliament, which is practically the legis- 
lative body, had consisted of members who were not 
avowedly members of the Church of England, and since 
the change, no other body had been authorised to act on 
these matters. And I added, that the objection did not 
arise from any feeling of jealousy on the part of the pe- 
titioners or myself, at any desire on the part of the House 
to interfere with the spiritual affairs of the Church ; for 
I and they knew that the greatest indisposition to do so 
was always shown by the legislature: but the evil was — 
knowing this indisposition — that there was no other body 



-which had tlie right to interfere. For I conceived that it 
was an anomalous state of things, and unsafe for any 
community, for the Church to be without a government; 
I do not mean an executive government but a legislative 
government, which the Church has not had for a. long 
time, — practically more than a century. 

'* When I urged, as ( did on that occasion, the impor- 
tance of some sort of legislative government for the 
Church, I said that 1 could not recommend the House lo 
take any steps with respect to the spiritual affairs of the 
Church, except the handing over the question to a body 
excluaively appointed to consider it, with the same power 
to make alterations which the legislature now enjoys; 
and I then waived, as I now do, all consideration as to 
the propriety of any alteration in the Liturgy ; because I 
thought that, as a preliminary step, we ought to take 
BtepB to bring such a legislative government into exist- 
ence; a measure which persons might rationally and con- 
sistently advocate, even if they should think that no change 
was advisable. The only step, therefore, which I would 
recommend to the House in reference to the affairs of the 
Church, exclusive of its temporalities is to take auch 
meaeures^I do not say by reviving the Convocation — 
for the government of the Church ; and then if it should 
be decided by this competent authority that any altera- 
tions were not necessary, the parties who now deem them 
proper would be satisfied, 

" In urging this alteration, I am aware that I may be 
called by some parties an innovator. That may be ; but 
I am endeavouring to bring the Church back in consti- 
tution to the spirit at least of the Reformation : I am 
o2 
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for remedying those changes of thai great innovator, 
Time, who, as it was said by Lord Bacon, is insinuating 
imperceptibly many alterations, and is constantly chang- 
ing things for the worse, if they are not changed by 
design for the better. And I would ask whether, in the 
alterations made by ihe first reformers, they intended 
that their amendments should never be changed — whe- 
ther they were to be, like the laws of the Medes and 
Persians, unalterable— and whether It was their intention 
that the door to change should be locked, and the key 
buried and lost for ever 1 " 

Tee Bishop of Lincoln. " I do not rise for the 
purpose of remarking on what has fallen from the Most 
Reverend Prelate. I agree with him in most of his 
I observations, especially in the opinion that it is not com- 
petent to either House of Parliament to alter the Articles 
or the Liturgy. 

" 1 rise at the request of one of the subscribers to the 
petition now before your Lordships — Mr. Wodehouse, 
a Prebendary of Norwich, with whom I have been in 
communication on the subject to which it relates, and 
who wishes his case to be particularly brought under 
the notice of the House. It is now about twelve years 
since Mr. Wodehouse first communicated to me the dif- 
ficulties which he felt with respect to certain parts of the 
Atlianasian Creed, and certain passages in the Liturgy, 
He explained to me his views of those passages; and 
I stated to him, that if a Candidate fgr Ordination were 
to inform me that he entertained those views, I should 
not feel that they constituted any obstacle to his admis- 
sion to Orders. I believe that a similar opinion was 
given him by other prelates whom he consulted. 



This opinion, however, did not satisfy Mr. Wode- 
Ibouse's scrnples. He was anxioos to obtain an authori- 
tative sanction — a declaration from competent ecclesias- 
tical autbority — that he might, putting that construction 
Upon the passages in question, conscientionsly remain a 
minister of the Established Church. I told bim that 
«ach an authoritative sanction could only proceed from 
Convocation; that no Bishop, or number of Bishops, 
could give it. Such, according to the best of my recol- 
lection, is the substance of what passed, either in con- 
Tersation or in writing, between Mr. Wodehouse and 
myself, on the subject of his difficulties. He now states 
in a paper, which has I believe been placed in the hands 
of most of your Lordships,* that, unless he can obtain 
such an authoritative sanction, he is prepared to resign 
his preferment. 

" With respect to the prayer of the petition, I may 
be permitted to observe, that six years ago I expressed 
in pi-int an opinion, that in ease a considerable portion 
of the members of the Church, lay and clerical — con- 
siderable in number and respectability — should agree in 
calling for certain alterations in the Articles and Liturgy, 
it would then be necessary to assemble the Convocation, 
and to submit the proposed alterations for its considera- 
tion. As far, however, as my means of information 
«xtend, I am not aware that any general desire for such 
alterations now exists; on the contrary, I believe that 
never did the great body of the clergy deprecate more 
strongly any change in the Articles and Litui^ than at 
the present moment." 

• See page 6. 
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[The liigli cljaracter, the extensive tlieological iuforma- 
tion, and tbe sound judgment of the BisLop of Lincoln 
are generally acknowledged. The opinion, therefore, of 
his Lordship is important, and entitles me 1o request » 
particular attention to some points in hia speech, which 1 
know to be correctly reported. 

(1.) His Lordship " agrees in most of the observations 
" of the Archbishop of Dublin." It may then be fairly 
inferred that he acknowledges the want of some govern- 
ment in the Church, to which point the Archbishop's 
speech was principally directed. 

(2.) His Lordship adds, " I especially concur in the 
" opinion that it is not competent to either House of 
" Parliament to alter the Articles or Liturgy." What- 
ever may be the views of others, this opinion has been 
constantly maintained by me. The Parliament is not the 
proper body to prepare or alter a Confession of Faith j 
but, according to the present Constitution of England, it 
is the body to decide, whether a Confession of Faith or 
any alteration of it, or any Form of Subscription or of 
Public Worship proposed, shall be adopted by the nation 
or not.* This is no more than what the Parliament did 
at the Reformation, and has since done more than once, 
as the Statute Book plainly shows. 

(3.) His Lordship declares, " If a Candidate for Ordi- 
" nation were to inform me, that he entertained those 
" views which Mr. Wodehouse entertained, I should not 
" feel that they constituted any obstacle to his admission 
" to Orders. I believe that a similar opinion was given to 
" Mr. Wodehonae by other prelates whom he consulted." 
■ See Hooker'f EccteaiutiMt rolily. Book liii. 
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The views wliicli I then stated are given in the petition 
'«t page 32. The Bishop of Lincoln was in London, 
in I saw the Archbishop of Canterbury and the Bishop 
of London, in May 1829. I reported to him, with their 
knowledge, what passed at those inlervlews as stated 
above at page 30, almost immediately after they took 
|ilace. 

(4.) I would merely observe, that I believe the clergy 
are generally afraid of venturing upon change ; yet de- 
sirous of seeing some alterations effected.] 

The Abchbibhop of Cakterbdry. " My Lords, it is 
with the greatest satisfaction that I have heard the speech 
of the Right Rev, Prelate [the Bishop of Lincoln] who 
kasjust addressed your Lordships. 

" The petitioners, it appears, desire the establishment 
of an ecclesiastical legislative authority to decide on 
matters of controversy, that may arise In the Church ; 
and I shall be most willing to join in any reasonable or 
practicable plan that can be proposed by the Most Rev. 
Prelate [the Archbishop of Dublin] or by any other com- 
petent person, who may take the matter into his hands. 
Agreeing entirely with the Most Rev. Prelate, though I 
do not feel it necessary at present to enter into a discus- 
eion of all the reasons which induce me to concur with 
him, I cannot agree with that part of the prayer of the 
petition which has been presented, and which relates to 
matters of a very different kind, concerning the present 
state of the Church and its Liturgy ; neither do I think 
some of its statements authorised by facta. The petition 
states that some deviations from the authorised forms and 
positive obligations of our Church, have been found so 
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advisable as to be sanctioned by general practice. Now 
if that be a practice, it belongs, 1 believe, to a very small 
minority of the clergy; and it is my opinion, formed from 
the opportunities I have of observing, and from all I 
have heard, that any alteration of the Liturgy — so far 
from satisfying, as the petition states, the majority of the 
clergy — would give the grealest dissatisfaction to what 
may be called the general body of the clergy. * * • 

* * • " I do not intend to trouble your Lordships 
with any further observations upon the statements con- 
tained in the present petition ; I will merely call your 
Lordships' attention to its prayer, which I apprehend your 
Lordships will not countenance or sanction in the least 
degree. It prays, amongst other things, your Lordships 
to consider what measures ought to be adopted to make 
the Prayer Book and the Subscription of the Liturgy 
consonant with the practice of the clergy, and the ac- 
knowledged meaning of the Articles of the Church. 
Now I must protest against the reflection cast upon the 
clei^y, which is imputed by this prayer, which requires 
Subscription to be made in consonance with the practice 
of the clergy. With respect to that portion of the clergy 
whose practice is as the petition states, I will only say 
that if this, instead of being a petition, had been a bill, I 
should feel it ray duty to move as an amendment, that 
your Lordships consider the best means to be adopted for 
making the practice of the clergy consonant with the 
Liturgy and Articles of the Established Church." 

[On the above speech I will only remark, that any step 
which his Grace may think proper to take, the result of 
which will be to render Subscription more intelligible 
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I, will be received with thankfulness, ' 
ever its effect as regards myself. 

The Bishop of Norwich spoke next; but I abstain 
Ifrom giving any parts of his Lordship's speech,- — first, 
because it has been since published with a brief defence, 
which remains unanswered ; secondly, because his Lord- 
ship was pleased to speak of me in terms, which I ehould 
indeed be glad to deserve but, which I cannot transfer to 
these pages ; and thirdly, because, in considering the 
speech of the Bishop of London, an opportunity will be 
given for showing the justice of the general positions 
advanced by the Bishop of Norwich, which the Bishop 
of London rose to oppose.] 

The Bishop of London. "After the temperate speech 
of the Most Reverend Prelate who has presented the pe- 
tition, and the concurrence of the Most Reverend Prelate 
[the Archbishop of Canterbury] I had hoped that your 
Lordships would have escaped a debate upon this subject ; 
and I should not have entered into the discnssion, had it 
Hot been for some observations which must have escaped 
ftom the Right Reverend Prelate [the Bishop of Norwich] 
IH the heat of debate, and because doubtless he is unaccus- 
tomed to address your Lordships: —which are little less 
than a libel on the Church." 

[The alleged libel is, that the clei^y do not subscribe 
literally to the Articles and Liturgy. In 1829, I stated 
to the Bishop of London three distinct objections to literal 
Subscription; when his Lordship's answer to me was, — 
*' You may hold your opinions openly: the Church will not 
" condemn you ; others hold the same ! "] 

" / will begin by noticing a most remarkable sentiment 
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as falling from a Christian clergyman. I thought I fieard 
the Right Reverend Prelate nag, that the Church was 
founded upon liberty of conscience. * * * * I fiaj-g 
alwags understood that ail the Catholic Church is founded 
OK truth ; that the Church is the authorized interpreter of 
the words of truth ; and that she would desert her duty if 
she did not lag down, for the good of the people, the great 
truths which are extracted from the Bible." 

[The passing remarkB of a country newspaper, by an 
unknown hand, may show the true weight of tJje above 
censure : and it may well be wished that the excellent 
spirit in which they are conceived had prevailed through- 
out thi§ debate. 

"The Right Reverend Prelates were speaking of two 
^^ different things. The Bishop of Norwich never meant 
"to leave it doubtful that the doctrines of the Church 
" were true, and its ordinances in general wise; but rest- 
" ing on the notorious fact that the Reformation took ite 
" rifie in the principle that no human authority is infal- 
" lible, and that every man has a right to judge how far 
" the institutions of the Church accord with the Word of 
*' God, he appealed to the Heads of the Church not to 
"bind upon men's shoulders burthens which the most 
" conscientious were unable to bear, by a rigorous en- 
" forcement of non-essentials in its Ritual and obligations. 

"The Bishop of London, on the other hand, is per- 
" feetly justified in declaring that the Church of England 
" — like every other division of the Church Catholic — 
" holds its doctrines to be the true faith, and its ministers 
" the authorized interpreters of the truth ; but he never 
" could have intended to deny that liberty of conscience 
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"and free judgment are the indefeasible rinchts of its 
members, and that Holy Writ alone is entitled to im- 
plicit acceptance." 

I cannot believe tbat the Bishop of London could have 
been blind to a distinction so obvious, had he calmly ex- 
ercised that judgment with which he is endowed: what 
was the temptation which led him so hastily to censure a 
brother Bishop, it is not for me to consider.] 

" The question of Subscription to Articles is a very dif- 
ferent one: it is not required from all members of the 
Church, but only from the ministers of the Church, as a 
tecurity against a greater evil — the constant change and 
fluctuation of doctrines, by men not tied down by any pre- 
cise Articles." 

[Can we forget that all graduates at the universities are 
required to subscribe; that these are all laymen; that 
many are not intended for the ministry ; that within a few 
years this question has been twice debated in the House 
of Lords, and has led to a controversy which produced 
many able publications? Then as to Subscription pre- 
Tenting "change and fluctuation of doctrines;" when 
has there been more change, more fluctuation, more con- 
troversy, than in recent and present times? Almost 
the only truths not controverled, are the fundamental 
doctrines of the Creeds, Subscription to these may have 
indeed, and no doubt has, contributed to the maintenance 
df truth ; but beyond them it is really difBcult to say 
what is not, at the present moment, in u state of fluctua- 
tion, and amongst the clergy; so little are they "tied 
" down by precise articles."] 

What has been said by the Right Beo. Prelate, that 
p2 



Ihe petition is not new, it correct : all that is stated in the 
petition was said by Hishop Hoadiey — it has been said less 
perfectly by his commentators- — and it teas said more 
clumsily in the House cf Commons in 1772 — though the 
arguments then used went further than the present petition, 
emanating, as it does,from highly respectable persons." 

[Id 1834, tlie Bisbop of LondoB gpoke as follows, in a 
Charge to hie clergy, " I should be deficient in candour 
" and truth, if I did not acknowledge that 1 think the 
" Liturgy capable of improvement. It would be little 
" short of a miracle were it otherwise ; and I know 
" nut why I should be ashamed or reluctant to avow 
" an opinion which was entertained by Sancroft, and 
" Stillingfleet, and Tenison, and Wake, and Seeker, and 
*' Porteus. * * * I heartily pray, that a season may 
" come, when the question can be looked at with calm- 
" ness and candour." Such are the eminent men with 
whom the Bishop of London associated himself, in ex- 
pressing a desire for the revision of the Liturgy, many 
of whom also proposed materially to alter the Form of 
Subscription. What rao^'e have the petitioners of 1840 
asked than they desired ? Why then are they associated 
with Bishop Hoadley and Socinians? I will impute 
motives to no one ; but will plainly ask his Lordship to 
consider, whether he intended to excite an unjust preju- 
dice against the petitioners; whether he really believes 
they deserve to he classed with men of unsound doctrinal 
views : and if so, where he can find a single proof which 
can warrant such a conclusion. 

I would apologise for this plainness of speech; but I J 
am endeavouring to act with Christian hoDesty; 




Christians will not condemn the warmlb — for it is not 
anger — with which 1 repel an undeserved insinuation.] 

" The petitioners have overlooked the difficulty wJiich 
would arise if a small body of the clergy — and it is small 
when compared with that which came forward in 1772 — 
were to pray for an alteration tn the Articles and Liturgy ; 
and then — -as the Articles concern the clergy more than the 
laity, for the clergy it is who have to subscribe — if the 
preponderating majority of the clergy should deprecate any 
change." 

[Whatever weight may be due lo the above opinion, in 
1834, the Bishop of London gave his deliberate view of 
the same question to hia clergy in the following words : 

" During the last few years a great variety of projects 
"have been laid before the public, for alterations in the 
" discipline and formularies of our Church. So great 
"indeed has been the variety, that it has afforded a 
"plausible ground for arguing, that, as it will be im- 
" possible to satisfy all who are desirous of change, we 
" need not attempt to satisfy any. It cannot be necessary 
*' that I should point out to you the fallacy of such a 
" mode of arguing. What ia reasonable, and salutary, 
" and safe, we should admit, though it may be claimed 
" but by few. What is extravagant or hazardous, we 
"should resist, although clamoured for by multitudes." 
Agreeably to this more deliberate view his Lordship has 
certainly acted on a recent and important occasion. Did 
"a preponderating majority of the clergy" desire those 
changes in our ecclesiastical constitution relating to Ca- 
thedrals, &c., which his Lordship has nevertheless stre- 
nuously supported in spite of all opposition 1 Surely it 
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was bat **a small bodj" wbo petitioned in fayonr of 
them ; yet did he jodge that thej were *' reasonable, and 
** salntarr, and safe : * and so jndging, nndonbtedly ful- 
filled a plain duty in proposing or defending them. We 
may therefore reasonably expect that the same principles 
will be erentnally the mling motive with respect to the 
proposals of the petitioners ; the propriety and justice of 
which cannot be afiSected by numbers either for or against 
them.] 

*« Wiem I aUmded to the petUiau of 1772, / uhu about 
to trombk yomr XonbArpr wriik m few short extracts from a 
speed wsade om thai ocnumi Uf erne of the most Christian 
stateswuem who ever athrmed the legislative history of this 
htMtgdom — Twneam Mr, Bmrhe — amd who said: 

" Xothimff cwt be eiearer to me them that Farms of Sub- 
scription are necessary for the sake of order, and decorum^ 
and public peace, Bw a Form of Smbserqftumj I mean a 
general standard which o&tetas throoghomt the whole com- 
munity^ and not tie partial freed of this or that Bishop by 
whom a Priest happens to be ordaimed. Were this rule to 
taheplace^ how perplejrimf womU be tie siimmtion of a der- 
yyman ordaiiwd im the diooese rf Ebfy beneficed in that of 
Chester^ and reanored to that of GlomeesUr," 

[In the debate before as, the ArchUshop of Ganterbnry 
and three other Bishops spoke on the subject of Sub- 
scription, and differed as to the exteat ci its oU^tion. 
In my own memory, the late Bishiyp of a laige diocese 
always refused ordination to anr candidate who enter- 
tained OalTinistic riews. The same Bishop, in a wcil- 
known work, cpenerallT recommended to candidates, pro- 
noueed the damnatonr dauses of the Athaaasian Oeed 
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"presoinptuous and unnecessary." To the same 
Sisbop, a clergyman of high reputation and most dis- 
tinguished talents tendered a protest against those clanses, 
before subscribing, which was of course admitted. 

Another Bishop, not long deceased, at one time for- 
mallj proposed eigbty-tliree leading questions to all 
candidates, for the purpose of excluding any approach 
to Calvinistic sentiments; while, in other dioceses, no 
such exclusion was attempted. The same Bishop also 
declared, in a work very highly estimated, "though I 
" argue against the inferences deduced from the Ana- 
" themas of the Athanasian Creed, I do not mean to 
*' defend those Anathemas. They are no part of the 
"Creed itself. And though such Anathemas were not 
" uncommon in ancitnt Creeds, ihey might have been 
"consistently rejected from the Athanasian Creed, when 
*' it was adopted by our Reformers."* 

More recently, in another diocese, acaudidate tendered 
a protest against the same Anathemas before his ordi- 
nation, which was accepted. And — I mention it without 
intending the least disrespect — the Bishop of Exeter may 
probably soon feel it to he his duty to enforce upon all 
his clergy that Canon of 1671, relating to preachers, 
which he supposed a short time back to be " a part of 
" the Law of the Church." 

In the diocese of London, a clergyman might be in- 
Yolved in greater difHcull^ and perplexity. In 1829, he 
may have mentioned certain objections to a literal Sub- 
criptioD, and may have been told — " You may hold them 
"openly: the Church will not condemn you; others 
■Hanb'E Caro|M»tive View, page IBT. 



112 

^* hold the smue." In 1832, be may have beard different 
kuifrvaje: in 1834, bis opinions may have been com- 
hmmhM ; Hi IMO, poblidy d»oanced. 

Howerer just dioi the Tiews of Mr. Barke, very un- 

RvrluaatielT are ther addaeed as a sanction for recent or 

|Mr^Ni^Nil practice^ whoi ** the partial Creed of this or that 

^* BbhofK*" has lh«s eTidently fnerailed. " I am con- 

^^ rivK^^*^ aiMs Mr« B«rke, as qaoted by the Bishop 

\^ IaMIkKwi*. ""^ that the Ebertr of coBscienee contended 

^^ «^vr K ih^ pMitiiNKfs [of 17T2] wovld be the fore- 

^^ r«¥«irr v\f nrfi^:Mfe» slaT«rr«* And here we again see 

hv^w i«i<ft](^4k«biif K% the pium t qaastioa, are the senti- 

wv^t^ thiii$ r^&«T«d to. TW petmoners of that day 

r^iHN^lW Mk l^ nefiev^ Ckmi il ahfcu ipticm to all hnman 

RvrwiilariiM^ : thie pMtMMts of IMOi, reqaeslcd an inter- 

|MMaiHMi ^ thie S^Wcffiptmi mvw ti huiaing , which the 

i ^hiirvh at pr>ff$tmt tnutao^ frre. La«SL whhont anthorised 

mN^r^vr^K^NT^ — aad the Chaartli haa pvaecieally none— 

wn^t iiid«r<^^ Kfad. tEr^ w» a d^ mm ■ af j of opinion — 

whi^h «K^w i^xi$t$ vMi i«fi^x» <|acitioMf — and then to 

\)^(vli;MM aaU $b>rynr : t&e ywt evik ftr whidi a pre- 

'' ^^ W ic( tW vurjMWM 9iU tt vt^ m it nJf [alladii^ to 
<iw ^v|w*«vM(i v>t th^ fW$&v'>p v>f XtNraieli.} li is tUs— 

^SP Ka^HbAs^wb^MA ki^4hA ^ -- --- - ' - - - - ■■■■■■■■ ^^a^^^^kA tm^^^^ 

^^ ^^^'^^^^^'^ flrw^ w VV''VWiMHMlf^^~"iSH ^ElJitMSSa anHCa flgpf 

<*m imi^ m»m^ wa w«,r «*««» \t%%mi Oe Bm of 

>^ mit *imillii* rnimt Vijm$* mmi mm ti^mmtt tit mmmdKM 



ixruphs of any conscience whatever. As to the existence 
of scruples in the Church, I maintain without reservation, 
thai the great body of the clergy sign the Articles with a 
full belief of their truth. I know not what company my 
' reeerend brother the Sishop of Norwich may keep, but I 
never had the misfortune — for a misfortune I should con- 
sider it~to meet with one clergyman who did not express 
his readiness to subscribe the whole of the Articles. No 
one is obliged to eat the bread of the Church." 

[All this ia strong language, and from high authority; 
but it will not deter me from offering, on this or any 
fatiire occasion, an equally decided reply. His Lordship 
has ventured upon a Btatement which, in my belief, 
cannot be maintained ; for who has proposed to " declare 
" ex animo in any sense tliat he pleases?" To the Bisbop 
of London, no one ; by his own declaration. For myself, 
I applied to him from an extreme anxiety not to act 
upon an unallowable interpretation. With respect to the 
Bishop of Norwich, having examined his speech, I con- 
fess myself entirely unable to distinguish between the 
" expansion" of the one prelate, or the "elasticity" of 
the other; nor do I believe that any distinction can be 
justly drawn from their own gtateinents. 

As to the other point, it is no cause for surprise that 
the Bishop of London has not attracted confidence, or 
has led many to believe that he expects compliance ra^ 
ther than faithful and unreserved counsel. I can assert, 
however, and with the means at hand for proving the 
assertion, that I have beard the views of a large number 
of clergymen, confined to no party — men of high cha- 
racter — some of high station or great attainments — and 
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all concurring in a decided attachment to the Church and 
it5 doctrines : but not one of them has profmed to sub- 
scribe Hterally to the whole contents of the Articles and 
I^an^r Book. 

The general spirit of his Lordship's remarks reminds 
ue of bjgone days. There have been Bishops of London 
who rode roughshod in scorn over all conscience, re- 
solfius: to trample it down to the dead level of their own 
favoured uniformity ; who, whatever their Creed, whether 
Romanist or Protestant, have left the warning of an evil 
example to all posterity. The bigotry, which misled 
them, lurks I suppose within us all; and all, therefore, 
have need frequently to call to mind. Who it was, and on 
what occasion, that warned his followers : ^' Ye know not 
•• what manner of spirit ye are of."] 

** If an alteration were to be made for one tender con- 
srience^ an alteration ought to be made for another tender 
conscience. Where^ then^ is this system of perpetual change 
to he stayed? If your Lordships were to set out upon the 
principle of satisfying all^ we should soon have no pecu- 
liarity of Doctrine^ no Articles^ no Liturgy; but you 
mould reduce the Church to a mere nahed caput mortuum, 
nnthrr satisfying the consciences of men here, nor offering a 
sound foundation on which to base their hopes of hereafter. 
Therefore, I strongly deprecate your Lordships' tamperiw 
in any degree with matters of this kind,** 

[I have ventured deliberately to affirm, that the Bishr 
of London is not a fit guide for public opinion on t' 
subject; for when, within a few years, exactly oppo 
pnnciples of action are advanced by the same person, ' 
«»n w« attach weight to his decisions ? I now lea* 
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to uiiy who may read lliuse pages, to judge how liir my 
position has been established. 

Not that I am weak enough to conclude that one 
particle of his Lordship'3 influence will be diminished 
amongst the partizans to whom he is useful. With the 
worldly, the present need must be supplied ; and this will 
ever ensure such a return as they can give. But the 
cheers of a party do not infer deserved commendation: 
and the indefensible use of talent — ^given for a higher 
purpose and to be accounted for at a higher tribunal — 
while it encourages the worldly in the same practice, will 
never command amongst true Christians the respect 
which ought to follow a Christian Bishop, 

In 1689, Archbishop Tenison thus wrote : 

" All Churches in process of time, though at first as 
" well constituted as the age and case would bear, admit 
" of alterations and improvements. He who affirms the 
" contrary, believes a visible Cburcli on earth may in 
" some one age be brought to perfection even in cir- 
" cumstantial things, which vary with time, place, and 
" custom; and he uses au argument against all Refor- 
" matiou. 

" Ours, and every sound Church, is constant to itself 
" in substantiale, and in the general frame of worship; 
'* but in things of au unalterable nature it ought not to 
" be so. When alterations are fit for the edification of 
" Christians, the real good of them will outweigh the acci- 
" dental evil. 

" Our Constitution was reviewed in 1661, and yet, not- 

" withstanding that review, is capable of another. The 

*' Commissioners of that time did not add the last hand 

q2 
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" to the work, Some who have well coiiuidered all the 
" alterations and additions then made by them (which 
" amount to the number of about 600) are sufficiently 
" convinced that, if they had reason for those changes, 
" there is equal, if not greater, reason for some further 
" improvements. 

" For the alterations and additions now intended, I 
" truly believe they will conduce to the great good of 
" this Church, though, as it is, I am persuaded it is the 
" best constituted Church in the world. Good is intended, 
" and may be done, to the benefit both of conformists and 
" dissenters. Those, therefore, in my opinion, do not 
" give wholesome advice, who say, do nothing now, or as 
" little as may be. Little or muck is not the business, but 
" as much as is fit." 

At the same period, we have the following remarks 
from the celebrated Dean Prideaus : 

" I am BO far from assenting with some of our brethren 
'in this particular, that our Liturgy ought not to be 
'altered, that I think it absolutely necessary that it be 
' always, at least once in thirty years, brought to a re- 
' view for this purpose. And I am sure that this hath 
'been the judgment of the whole Christian Church from 
' the beginning to this time. It is objected, If we once 
' begin to alter, where shall we stop X To this I answer, 
' Whensoever anything is proposed to us which is not fit 
' to be done."] 

In conclusion, the Bishop of London observed : "At 
the same time, I am fully prepared to admit, with the Moat 
Reverend Prelate who has presented the petition, that it i> 
extremely desirable that there should be some deliberative. 
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if not legislnlivc, asuemhli/ in the Church, bi/ whom such 
^estions as the preseiit might he determined. The only 
difficulty is, how it should be established; and that difficulty 
I have never been able to solve." 

[Thus, then, it appears that the five prelates who ad- 
dressed the House — seventeen other Bishops and a large 
body of temporal Peers being present and not dissenting 
— all concurred in the opinion that some method should 
be devised for deciding such questions as the petitioners 
had brought forward; — an important admission, and some 
justification of the course of the petitioners ! 

But when the difficulty of making such a. provision is 
spoken of as insurmountable, the transactions of the last 
ten years forcibly recur to the memory. Since 1830, how 
muny proposals have been made to which the Bishop of 
London has been a consenting party, probably in some 
cases tJie originator of them? Ecclesiastical Courts — 
the Revenues of the Clergy — Territorial Division of Sees 
■ — the Incomes of Bishops— Cathedral Reforms — Plu- 
ralities and Residence — Church Discipline — and a new 
Tithe Law, have been successively considered, and almost 
all newly arranged. At least sis voluminous Reports 
have ushered in these weighty changes; and tliough we 
trust they may be means to a higher end, yet they are 
all of a temporal character, and have obtained no small 
degree of labour and attention. When, in short, the 
property or the temporal interests of the Church are 
endangered, and require diligent revision and timely re- 
form, whatever the difficulty, the means are found for 
effecting them; the authority necessary to render those 
means effectual is discovered ; and, the difficulty is solved. 
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On spiritual questions only the Church is still unable 
even to deliberate ; and its first Bishop openly declares 
that here he has found the difficulty insurmountable ; 
while prelate after prelate rose to confirm the statement 
of the Archbishop of Dublin, who only repeated the very 
words he had used in the House of Lords six years before, 
describing the evil and requesting its correction. The 
early Christian Church presents a contrast and an ex- 
ample worthy of attention. 

'^ In those days, when the number of the disciples was 
^'multiplied, there arose a murmuring of the Grecians 
" against the Hebrews, because their widows were neg- 
'Mected in the daily ministration. Then the twelve called 
''the multitude of the disciples unto them, and said. It 
" is not reason that we should leave the Word of God, 

9 

"and serve tables. Wherefore, brethren, choose out from 
** among you seven men of honest report, full of the 
" Holy Ghost and wisdom, whom we may appoint over 
^ this business, but we will give ourselves continually to 
" prayer and the ministry of the Word."* 

Thus decidedly did the early Heads of the Church 
provide against their time and attention being absorbed 
by secular business. Then let us remark how prompt 
they were in attending to any spiritual doubt which 
called for a decision. 

"And certain men which came down from Judda 
" taught the brethren and said. Except ye be circumcised 
** after the manner of Moses, ye cannot be saved. When 
" therefore Paul and Barnabas had no small dissension 
*'and disputation with them, they determined that Paul 

• Acta vi. 
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" and Barnabas, and certain otlier of tliem, shoitld go 
" up to Jerusalem unto the Apostles and Elders about 
" this question. **•#•##•*** 

* • * "And the Aposilea and Elders came together, 
" for to consider of tins matter," f 

The questions, or doubts, which the petitioners might 
now propose for consideration, may be scorned as trifling 
when compared with that which occupied the first Council 
of the Church; yet they spring out of the same error, 
namely, a desire to impose on the conscience of Chris- 
tians things not necessary to salvation. And then, are 
they, in reality, trifles? It is only long use and the 
common disinclination to searching inquiry which teach 
people so to esteem them, 

Is it a trifle to affirm of large bodies of men — the 
whole Eastern Church, for instance — that they "shall 
" without doubt perish everlastingly ;" or to be allowed to 
say, that you use the words, and reject their meaning ; 
perhaps deny that they are a part of the Creed in which 
they are incorporated ? Is it a trifle to declare it agree- 
able to Scripture that one man may say to another 
" Receive the Holy Ghost," — which is the gift of God 
granted to prayer, ^ — "Whose sins thou dost retain they 
" are relained; and whose sins thou dost forgive they are 
" forgiven, — " I absolve thee from all thy sins " — or, as 
in the first case, to use the words, and deny their plain 
import? The ecclesiastics, who first adopted the above 
forms in the middle ages, did it honestly, however er- 
roneously. They intended to anathematize the whole 
Eastern Church, and to claim literally for every Bishop 
i Aclsx*. 
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interpretation; and that a clergyman after thirteen years 
of persevering inquir)- cannot obtain a clear answer to 
the plain, yet most important question — What does Sub- 
scription mean?'] 



In coming to the question, how any explanations or 
alterations might be effected, or even brought under de- 
liberation, it may be allowed me to offer a very few 
remarks, without entering upon the whole question of 
Church government. 

It would be a great advantage to avoid all discussion 
upon new experiments ; to proceed upon clear, if not 
universally acknowledged principles ; to carry them out 
in conformity with established precedents ; and, if pos- 
sible, agreeably to prevailing prepossessions. The au- 
thority to act might be at once granted by the Crown to 
the Convocation; but a previous commission, "to deli- 
berate and propose," has the sanction of precedent, and 
other advantages which Archbishop Tenison has de- 
scribed ; it is also consonant to the practice recently 
adopted in ecclesiastical affairs. A temporary commission 
would probably lead to the idea that changes must be 
intended, and would thus hastily unsettle the public 
mind : whereas what we first want is, an assembly always 
capable of deliberation. 

To nominate the Bishops of the United Church of 
England and Ireland as b. permanent commission, vrould 
obviate the difficulty of selection, and go far to silence 



122 

the dissatisfaction which any preference might excite. 
It woald be agreeable to present views ; not opposed, so 
far as I know, to primitive practice, and would probably 
be the most approved proceeding. To associate with 
them any of the inferior clergy, appears to place the de- 
liberation of Bishops on an improper footing, though it 
has been done on former occasions. 

To propose alterations or explanations in the form of 
Canons^ is again agreeable to Church principles. Arch- 
bishop Potter, to whom I refer as the last author in that 
high station on Church government, speaks doubtfully as 
to the extent to which the voice of the inferior clergy 
and laity originally prevailed in preparing them ; but, 
according to the British Constitution, the assent of both 
these parties is necessary. The clergy then would con- 
sider such Canons — when proposed to them from the 
commission — in Convocation; and Christians at large 
would be represented in Pariiament, where a sanction 
to any Canons must be obtained before they become 
binding u{>on the subject, and a law for the Established 
Church. 

The objection may be offered, that it would now be 
improper to submit such Canons to Parliament, seeing 
that it does not now consist of persons profei^sedly mem- 
bers of the Established Church. I venture to say that 
such an objection is founded on a mistake. It has, 
indeed, been recently said, that ^ there is something ymtj 
** absurd in calling upon persons to decide what religious 
^* opinions shall be entertained, or what religious disci- 
'* pline bo adopted or retained by a communion to whi<sh 
•* they do not belong.** And, by another writer: ** It is 



" sufticienily galling that we sbould be compelled to 
" ask. tbeir leave to worship God according to our con- 
" science." These sentiments, I am persuaded, bave 
been called forlb by the galling recoUectiuu ibat tbe 
Church has no government of its own, and that the 
Parliament is tbe 07U1/ body possessing aiii/ power with 
reBpect to spiritual (luestious. Give tbe Church authority 
" to come together and consider," and the objections 
would be viewed in a different light- 
On the principles of the British Constitution — as it 
has existed for nearly three centuries — the Parliament, 
i. e. the nation, has the acknowledged r^ht to decide 
what the National Church shall be. Our National 
Church was established in Parliament by a majority of 
dissenters — dissenters from the Ilomish Church, as then 
existing, who became reformers. We have never ob- 
jected to the statutes of Edward VI., Queen Elizabeth, 
and Charles IT., which confirm our doctrines and wor- 
ship, because a minority of Romanists, Presbyterians, or 
Puritans were members of Parliament when they were 
enacted. To deny the above-mentioned right, is to op- 
pose tbe Constitution of our country j to undermine tbe 
basis of our Reformation ; and to destroy ahuost the 
last, hut yet most valuable, remnant of alliance between 
Church and State. 

The Parliament then might conjlrm or reject the Canons 
proposed to its acceptance. In the former case, we have 
the immense advantage, that the Church is formally 
sanctioned by a majority of tbe nation, which viiyht 
adopt the Wesleyan Confession of Faith or any other: 
in the latter case, if tbe difference could not be adjusted, 
r2 
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^^ memorable as a passage io history, is no less iDstractive 
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" as an fxaiiiple. Beginning in a sense of tfiaiikfulness 
" that the limes of trouble were at an end, in a generous 
"spirit of forgiveness for past sufferings, and in a pre- 
" vailing disposition to renounce private interests and to 
" include all reasonable worshippers within one common 
" Ritual ; it terminated in a stricter interpretation of 
"religious faith, in more rigourous requirements of ec- 
" clesiastical discipline, and in an increased amount of 
" civil disabilities."* 

Of all our conferences it may be too truly said, that 
during their discussions never was there displayed the 
true spirit of charity and conciliation ; never was the 
attempt fairly and fully made, nor even the design en- 
couraged, to concede on non-essential points for the sake 
of peace ; to give up whatever might be justly offensive 
to weak brethren; to consider what liberty ought, in 
prudence as well as justice, to be allowed to the anxious 
activity of the human mind on such a subject as Religion ; 
and, finally, to propose such a Form of Doctrine and 
Public Worship as might be at once both satisfactory and 
edifying to the largest possible number of believers in a 
free and Protestant nation. 

From these premises, then, I infer — not the untenable 
conclusion that concessions will ensure conformity, but — 
that the Church should at length tahe Us right position. 
Let it enable us to say to non-conformists, " We have now 
"fully and fairly considered all your scruples and oh- 
"jections, and have done our beat to satisfy or remove 
"them : you have used hard language towards us, and 
" we have not been guiltless j but we have renounced all 
* History of ConrareDceH, page 164. 
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" resentments. We have now acted on the Christian 
** principles which we profess ; and more we cannot do, 
'* consistently with our own convictions, for the sake of 
''peace and unity." Here is solid ground on which to 
plant a powerful lever: and, whatever opinion may be 
entertained of the writer of these pages, amongst all 
the highly-gifted and excellent ministers of our Church 
there is not one who would more honestly endeavour, 
from such a position, to claim a just deference to Church 
authority. 

To any who may respond to these sentiments, let me 
once more propose the powerful and eloquent language 
of Mr. Burke, in which will be found, I think, sound 
argument and just principles, and the true Christian spirit 
in which both should be applied. 

** At the same time that I would cut up the very root 
'* of atheism, I would respect all conscience ; all con- 
" science that is really such, and which perhaps its very 
** tenderness proves to be sincere. I wish to see the 
" Established Church of England great and powerful ; I 
'^ wish to see her foundations laid low and deep, that she 
" may crush the giant powers of rebellious darkness : I 
*' would have her head raised up to that heaven to which 
" she conducts us. I would have her open wide her hos- 
" pitable gates by a noble and liberal comprehension ; but I 
'' would have no breaches in her wall : I would have her 
*• cherish all those who are within, ^xiApity all those who 

are without : I would have her a common blessing to 

the world, an example, if not an instructor, to those 
* who have not the blessing to belong to her : I would 

have her give a lesson of peace to mankind, that a 
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' ' vexed and wandering generation might be taught to 
*' seek for repose and toleration in the maternal bosom of 
** Christian charity, and not in the harlot lap of infidelity 
'' and indifference. 

^* Nothing has driven people more into that house of 
*' seduction, than the mutual hatred of Christian con-* 
" gregations. Long may we enjoy our Church under a 
" learned and edifying episcopacy ; but episcopacy may 
" fail and religion exist. The most horrid and cruel 
"blow that can be offered to civil society, is through 
** atheism. ***** Infidels are outlaws of the 
" constitution, — not of this country, but, of the human 
*'race. How shall I arm myself against them? By 
^^ uniting all those in affection, who are united in the 
*' belief of the great principles of the Godhead, that 
" made and sustains the world. * * * By this pro- 
^'ceeding you form an alliance, offensive and defensive, 
** against those great ministers of darkness in the world, 
^' who are endeavouring to shake all the works of God 
*^ established in order and beauty. 

*^ The honourable gentleman would have us fight this 
^' confederacy of the powers of darkness with the single 
'* arm of the Church of England ; would have us fight 
** not only against infidelity, but fight at the same time 
*' with aU the faith in the world except our own. In the 
'* moment we make a front against the common enemy, 
^' we have to combat with all those who are the natural 
" friends of our cause. Strong as we are, we are not 
" equal to this. The cause of the Church of England is 
'* included in that of religion, not that of religion in the 
" Church of England. 
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^' I will stand up at all times for the rights of con- 
*^ science, not for its particular modes against its general 
**• principles. One may be right, another mistaken ; but 
*^ if I have more strength than my brother it shall be 
*^ employed to support, not oppress his weakness ; if I 
^* have more light, it shall be used to guide, not dazzle 
** him/' * 

* Speech on a Bill for the Relief of the Protestant Dissenters. 



THE END. 
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